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PREFACE 


Is it ought to be the Endeavour 
of Chriſtians in general, to know 
and underſtand the Grounds and 
brinciples of their Religion; ſo 
z it is the ſpecial Duty of Thoſe 
W who have Leiſure and Abilities, to ſearch 
| into, and examine thoſe Articles of Faith, 
| which tho' they firmly believe themſelves, 
| yet they ſee moſt call'd in Queſtion by others. 


I 1s for this Reaſon, and to give what 
Satisfaction J can to others as well as my 
| (lf, that I have made the molt impartial 
| Scrutiny I can into the Senſe and Mean- 
| ing of the Holy Seriptare, in relation to the 
| Doirine of the Trinity: A Doctrine ! the Be- 
| lief whereof as it ſeems to me, not to be 


ot the ſmalleſt Moment, ſo is it, one way 


| Or other, made a Matter of the greateſt 
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Controverſy. I am not fo vain as to think 
any thing I can ſay capable of putting an 
End to the Diſpute; and a great deal lels 
will ſatisfy my Expectation. May I only 
be ſo happy as to add any Light to an 
important Truth; to give any Strength to 
a Doubting Mind, or any Conviction to a 


Disbelieving one; and ſhall then think my | 
Labours very well rewarded, and look upon | 
my Mie as beſtowed to a very good Purpoſe, | 


 -F know not whether I ſhould excuſe my 
felt for producing ſo few Texts of Scripture 
in Proof of the Articles I have undertaken 
to defend, I am apt to believe that nothing 


has given ſo great an Occaſion of Triumph | 


to our Adverſaries of all Sorts as the Im- 
prudence of thoſe, who (as it ſeems by 


their Management) have had a greater Re. 


gard to the Niumber, than the Strength of 
their Evideices, A Method Politic enough! 


in Caſe the Enemy would be ſcar'd, and 
Kept from Fighting by Appearances. But | 


it once he ventures to engage, tis quite the 
Contrary. The Weakneſs of many gives 
him Hopes againſt All: And tho it is an 
Army that oppoſes him; yet the Congreſs 
he makes, perſwade him, that it is but an 
Army of Shadows. Nay, what is worſe, be 
thall not only by this Means be a Victor in 
his un, but oftentimes in another's Opinion: 
A Looker-on (if he is not the moſt Judi 
| cious, 


The Preface. 


cious) from the Havock he ſees him make, 
and the Numbers of the Hain will not ſcru- 
ple to pronounce him an abſolute Cnqueror. 


THis was the true Reaſon why in 
drawing up this Juquiry, 1 infiſted on fo 
ſmall a Number of Texts and Topics to prove 
our SaViour's Divinity, which as any one may 
eaſily ſee was the principal Mark I aim'd 
at. Not as if I thought there were no other 
it could be prov'd by, but becauſe theſe 
made the ſtrongeſt Impreſſion upon me; and 
on that Account ſeem'd capable of being 
managed by me to the beſt Advantage. 


'T1s for the ſame Reaſon that I have 
been careſul not to raiſe any Argument 
on thoſe Texts which are ſo much call'd in 
Vurſiion either for their Lection, Punctua- 
| 1102, or Legitimacy; particularly that fa- 
mots onc, 1 John. 5. 7. I am far from be- 
Haying the leaſt Tittle of any thing to our 
En2nics, that may be urged in Defence of 
the recezved Doctrine of the Trinity. But I 
would fain let them ſee, that the Article 
we teach, can eaſily be ſupported without 
theſe /uſpected Witneſſes. 1 would ſhow 
them, that we have no Occaſion for ſuch 
Evidences, and rob them of that Malicious 
Suggeſtion, © That the Trimtarians would 
not ſo much inſiſt en the aubtons Texts, could 
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The Preface. 
ce the Doctrines they hold be maintain'd with. 
ce out them. | 


Lr me farther obſerve, that tho' in the 
following Inquiry I have by no Means neg- 
_ leffed the Soc iN IAN; yet the ARIAN 
is he that has moſt engaged my Notice. 
Whatever the other has been, or may be a. 
gain, this now is the Man of Faſhion amongſt 
ur, and ſeems to ſirut with a greater Air of 
Vanity, having got the Learned and Inge- 
nious Dr. Clarke for his Companion. Tis 
the great and univerſal Character, which 


this Gentleman deſervedly has amongſt the | 


learned World, that gives Credit and Coun- 
tenance to a Cauſe, which wants indeed, but 
is very nworthy of ſuch a Patron. He cer- 


tainly has defended it the beſt of all our 


Moderns. His Scripture Doctrine, and the 
Defences of it, are Pieces that ſhow a great 
deal both of Art, and Learning; but yet 
abound with a great many Faz/ts too much 
unbecoming his Parts and Profeſſion. 


THE Iſt thing I have to accuſe him of; 
is, That he wanders, wilfully and delign- 
edly wand:rs, from the - Subjcef he profeſſes 
to treat of. His fir/t celebrated Piece upon 
the Trinity he calls The Scripture- Doctrine af 
the Trinity, And from ſuch a Title who 


would expect to find any other Doctrine 
than that of the Kripture it ſelf alone? When 
| behold: 


The Preface. 
behold ! The venerable Fathers * are ſud- 
denly cited, and their Teſtimonies ſo largely 
inſiſted on, that they ſerve to make up a 
great Part of his Book. And is not this a 
plain and palpable Deviation? Is not this 
having Recourſe to another Doctrine beſides 
that of the Scripture * The Doctor indeed 


——_— 


* The ſame may be obſerv'd of the Liturgy which 
( for the ſake of Illuſtration too) the Dr. has flray'd 
into. This ( becauſe forſooth it addreſſes it ſelf to 
Chriſt in the Quality of Mediator) he will have 
0 favour his Doctrine in every Branch of it; but at 
the ſame time has the Modeſty to own, that there are 
ſome Paſſages in it, which may ſeem in ſome Re- 
ſpect to differ from it. But do they only Seem 
then? And no more than barely Difter ? Conſider but 
the two following Inſtances produced by himfel} 
Pho liveſt and reigneſt with the Father, and the 


Holy Ghoſt, ever One GOD World without 


End. Coll. 3d Sund. Adv. And Who art 
not one only Perſon, but Three Perſons in One 
Subſtance : For that which we believe of the 
Glory of the Father, the ſame we believe of 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, without any Dit- 
terence or Inequality. Prop. Pref. Trin. Sun. Let 
the Dr. reconcile theſe, and the like Paſſages to his 
| Notions, if he can; aud if he cannot, give me Leave 
| to remark, that a Man who takes ſuch Liberty in miſ- 
repreſenting the Liturgy ; which almoſt every one 
las read, will not ſcruple to do the ſame with the Fa- 
| thers, whoſe Writings the greateſt Part of the World 
are intirely Strangers to. 
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tells us, That the Teſimonies he has pro. 
duced from the Fathers, are not alleged by 
him as Proofs of any of his Propoſitiont, but 


as Iliuſtrations only. But let them be what 
they will, 'tis plain from his Title-Page, 
he had nothing to do with them. His Bu. 
fineſs was to ſtick cloſe to the Doctrine of the 
Scripture, and that only, and not, in Contra. 


diction to the Firſt Thing he has ſai, to 


trouble himſelf and others ( impertinently 
enough) with the: Doctrine of Men. We 
ſhould ſcarce look upon him as a faithful 
Guide, who after he had wndertook to con. 
Auct us to ſuch or ſuch a Place by the King's 
High-way, ſhould, as often as he pleas d, 
turn aſide into the private Roads, with the 
Pretence of giving us à better View of the 


Country. In a Word, The Citations which | 


Dr. Clarke has brought from the Fathers, 
as they are a flat Contradiction to the Hub. 
ject of his Book, ſo muſt they be productive 
of very bad Efjects, They have not only 
a ſtrong Tendency to prepoſſeſs ſome People 
in Favour of his Notions, but likewiſe to 
throw a great many Doubts and Scruples 
into the Minds of others, which they cannot 
ſo eatily ſatisfy. Every Body has an Oppor- 
run of reading the -Scripture ; but ſerv of 
conſiilting the Fathers : And therefore ſince 
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theLatter are not produced as Evidence them? 
ſelves, why thould they (thro' pretence of 


Muſty ation) be brought to confoun 2 that WN 
i n 7 


24h, 1 do not only find fault with Dr: 
Clarke tor Citing the Fathers, but for Citing 
them in the Manner that he has done. He 
does not (becauſe he dares not) appeal to 
their Authority ; but quotes them only with 
a Deſign to ſhow, That, 4 in ſpight of their 
Prejudices, they were ſometimes forc'd to 
yield to that Evidenceof Truth which appears 
on his Side: And to prove this, with a great 
deal of Difficulty, has laid hold of ſome fe 
| Paſſages, which he takes to Favour his No- 
tions and Opinions. A Method by which any 
Author may be eaſily made to Confute bim- 
ſelf; and by which 1 will venture to prove, 
that Dr. Clarke is an Orthodox Trinitarian. 
In one Part * of his Writings, I remember he 
he has told us, © That Chriſt is by Nature 
* truly God; (as truly, as Man is by Nature 
* truly Man.”) which, I think, is as much as 
to ſay, that he is naturally and efſentially God. 
And it any ſhould ſay that the Evidence of 
Truth extorted this from him, and that the 

Notion was ſo eaſy and natural, that he could 
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i Vide Introduc. to Scrip. Doc. p. 20. 
* Reply to Mr. Nelſon, p. 81. - 
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The Preface. 
not ſorbear expreſſing it ſo clearly and diſtinctij, 
even when at the Same time he was about t) 
affirm, and endeavour to prove ſome things 
not very conſiſtent with it; they would not, 
I think, do greater Injuſtice to the Docter, 
than he bas done to the Fathers, He may 
tell them indeed, that they ſhould not take 
this, without taking too wyat Jolows. But 


this is a Plea that may eaſily be retorted: 


And it I might adviſe, the Doctor, tor his own 
fake, ſhould not too much 77/it upon it, 
But 


zah, As Dr. Clarke has by no means dealt 


fairly by the Fathers ; ſo neither has he been 
exact enough in his Examination of the in ſpi- 


red Writers. . 


_ His 1/ Endeavour is to prove, that thr! 
Father is ſtiled the one God, God abſolnteh, 
and by way of Eminence, God with peculiar 
 tigh Epit het, and who. is alſo the ultimate 

Object of our Prayers and Praiſes, The 
Proof of this (being a Point fo very much 
doubted of) takes up 70 Pages, And after 
all, may we not have leave to ask one One- 
ſtion? Is the Term, Father, as it is applied 
to the Godhead, always uſed in the ſame 
Seuſe in the New Tefiament 4 Does it always 
include the whrle Deity? And is it never re- 
ſtrained to a narrower Signfication ? How 
is it, for Inſtance, to be underſtood Mat. 
N | 28. 


pn, Two 2 ets WF, WEL? 


1 Lon Hb & fp « 


28. 19. Baptizing them in the Name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy G Hof? 
Is the Father, in this place, put for the whole 
Codbead, excluſive of the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt ? Or only for One Perſon in the Deity, 
who with the Sor, and the Holy Ghoſt is One 
Cod, in One and the ſame Eſſence © The Do- 
for ought either to Prove, that the Term is 
always uſed in the ſame Senſe ; or, if it is 
not, ſhould Diſtinguiſh to us in what Senſe 
it is taken. But at preſent he has done nei- 
ther of theſe ; and therefore has by no means 
performed the Part of a judicious Examiner. 


Well! but in the next Step he goes far- 
ther, and ſhews us, that this Father is Supe- 
rior to the Son; or, as he expreſſes it, that the 
Sn Is and Ac rs ſubordinate to the Father. 
And what then 2 Why then, I warrant, he 
is not Supreme Cod. A Conſequence which 
by no means follows from the Doctors premi- 
ſes! The moſt Orthodox Di vines have allow- 
ed, that as far as Chriſt is a Son; ſo far he is 
Injcrior to the Father. But then, as he par- 
takes with the Father of the Divme Eſſence, 
and is One with Him in Subſtance, fo far he 
s cqual to the Fathzr, and is God Supreme. 


I would farther obſerve, that as Chriſt is 


2 Son in two Reſpects, 1ſt in his Divine; 


and 2dly in his Human Nature, had the Dr. 
been exact enough, he would have rang d 
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the Texts, relating to each of theſe, under 
their diſtin? Heads, and not jumbled them 
together in the confus'd manner he has done, 
What Occaſion to quote at Length ſuch a 
multitude of Texts, to prove that the Son in 
his Human Nature Is and Ac s ſubordinate 
to the Father, i. e. that Man is inferior ta 
Cod? But theſe are Arts, that are neceſſary 
to impoſe upon the ignorant and injudicious; 
and therefore uuſt be made ule of: 


Tuxsk are Defecte, which deſerve eve- 
ry Body's Notice: And beſides theſe, I could 
point out a great many more, particularly in 
his Citations ; one Inſtance whereof Iwill not 
{cruple to give, even from the Scripture it ſelf. 
In the 124th Page of his Reply to the Objecti- 
ons of Mr. Nelſon, in order to anſwer ſome 
Texts that are urged againſt him, he explains 
them from this Notion, That Repreſentatives 


very often ſpeak in the Name and Perſon of 


thoſe they Repreſent ; and endeavours to 1 


Iuſirate this from what St. Stephen lays, Acts 


7. 30. which he quotes thus (viz.) The An. 
gel of the Lord appeared to Moſes in a Flame 
of Fire in the Buſh, —— ſaying, I am the God 
of thy Fathers. Who faid fo 2 Why certain- 
ly the Angel, according to Dr. Clarke, and 
this Angel not God, but only a Repreſenta- 
ive of Cd. And yet neither of theſe is ſo 
certain, it we do but conſult our _— 
I LL IE he re 


3 1 i * - — n . 
nr r r Gf 2 r + z i 2 nt \ 
„ e Re EET Mb ng nt T 3, 


The Preface. 
There appeared unto him, lays St. Stephens 


in the Wilderneſs of Mount Sina an Angel of 
the Lord in a Flame of Fire in a Buſh, When 


Moſes ſat it, he wondered at the Sight, and 


1r he drew near to behold, THE VOICE 


0F THE LORD came unto him, ſaying, 
Tam the God of thy Fathers. And was 
it now the Angel, or the Lord, who 
ſaid, I am the God of thy Fathers? Suppo- 


ſing hin that appear'd, and him who ſpa ke, 


to be different Perſons, tis plain that it wag 
not the Angel, who ſaid ſo : And ſuppoſing 
them to be the ſame Perſon, tis evident that 
the Angel was o Kup, Jehovah himſelf; 
and therefore did not ſpeak in the Name 
and Perſon of another, but properly in his 
own. Let the Dy. therefore take it which 
way he will, he ought not to have ſuppreſs d 
the Voice of the Lord: And let me tell his 
Admirers, that ſuch Citations as this, it they 
proceed from Negligence, are very blame- 


worthy ; it from Deſign, they are almoſt un. 


pardonable. h 


Let me farther remark, that the like In- 


1crracy may eaſily be oblerved in the Dr's 


Tranſlations too ; of which let the following 
Paſſage from Tertullian, in the goth Page of 
lis Scripture Dactrine, be a Teſtimony, Unum 
ſumus, dicens, Ego, & Pater, oſtendit Duos 
eſſe, quot Aeavart, & jungit, Which 
exactly tranflated runs thus, When he ſays, 
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vouring to ſhow, how the Logos is God, in 


; 2 Mero * TY * AuT09E 2 0:5TuTO- beo. 


Irhere is the ER OM, which gives intirely 


Ihe Preface. 
J, and my Father, are one, he ſhows they are I * 
2 Perſons, whom he Eauars and | joins t. 
together. But how does the Pr. render it? I ; 
Why, the Word Aqv ar, it ſeems, would n 
by no Means go. down; and therefore the | 
Doctor in his Conſtruction of it, changes r 


it into an Adverb, and, with the Additen 0 


of SO, gives it us thus: He ſhows they $ 
are Tc Perſons, whom he SO joins equal- t 
ly together. What poor Shifts are thele, | 

when Grammar it ſelf is perverted and 

abuſed to favour a Cauſe, which without W 
ſuch Arts, and even with them, tis = hi 
ble to ſupport ! | p 


Nor is this tlie only Inſtance of this th 


Sort. I could eaſily produce Numbers of I te 


the lie; but at preſent ſhall ſatisfy my N c; 
ſelf in giving only one more, which is to Has 
he met with in the 73d Page of the Sn. 
ture-Dectrine. The Doctor is there endes. 


his Senſe, and tells us from Origen, that he 


ms: O-; God (lays Dr. Clarke) by Com- 
munication of Div; from Him, who is 
himſelf God. Admirably well done | But 


2 ew Turn to the Sentence. Origen has no 
ſuch Thing, his Words being litterally theſe: 


Cod by Par icipation of the Deity of the [et- 


(4 ing God. And from hence I argue, 
that 


The Prefate. 


that it was not an inferior Sort of Cod. head; 
which the Logos had. It was, according 
to Origen, the Deity of the ſelf-exiſting God; 
and as that Dezty is ſupreme, he who has it, 
muſt neceſſarily be ſupreme God. But this 


is too clear. And therefore it muſt be Di. 


vinity, not OF, but FRO M him, who is 
of himſelf God; that is, in Dr. Clarke's 
Senſe, Dominion and Authority only, as if 
the gehe *Avlolts was no more than Tat. 


THESE are Reflections which naturally 
occur'd to me in reading what Dr, Clarke 
has writ upon the Irinity. What follows, 
perhaps, he may not think to affect him, 
becauſe it does not give a VIEW of ALL 
the Texts of the New Teſtament, that relate 
to the Subject; and nothing leſs, it“ ſeems, 


can poſſibly touch him. But let him think 
| as he pleaſes, he may poſſibly find others 


of a different Opinion: And it I can ſhow 
but one ſingle Text that is inconſiſtent with 
his Scheme, even that ſingle one will demon- 
ſrate, that his Doctrine is falſe, and wants 
what he deſpiſer, to ſupport it. But I hope 
to produce more than one of this Sort; 
and if theſe feto Svezts ſhould meet with 
Encouragement, I deſign, if Providence gives 
me Life and Leiſure, to be ore particular 


* Vide Preface to Scrip. Doctr. 
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The Prefate 


10 examining the Texts of Scripture that 
| - relate to the Trinity, than even Dr. Clarke 
| 3 has been. 


10 prevent Miſtakes, I am obliged to 
repeat, that as often as in the following 
Inquiry, I ſay our Saviour is Eo p ſupreme, 
or Go p in the higheſt Senſe, J mean no 
more than that He is conſubſtantial with 
the Father As to the Order, and Priorit 
of the Perſons in the Trinity, I leave that as 
I find it in the Form of Baptiſm. 
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INQUIRY 
Into the DOCTRINE 
Of the 


TRINITY 


. 2 r . 


. Ave already intimated, 
that, in the Courſe of this In- 


cripture my only Guide, with- 
out Appealing to the Authort- 
either of Fathcrs, or of 
Councils { 7 rhe? I have the greateſt Venera- 
tion for both ); and, to avoid any farther 


Preface, the 


FIRST Thing which the Scripture teaches 


me, in reference to the Doctrine I am going 


B upon, 
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upon, is, That tis abſolutely and indiſpen- 
bly neceſſary for every Chriſtian to believe 
in a Trinity, that is, in Three Some-whats, 
which the Scripture expreſſes to us, under 
the Three Names of Father, Son, and Hoh 

Ghoſt. If any Senſe, any Concluſion can be 
drawn from the plaineſt Words; this cer- 
tainly may from our Savior's Commiſſion 
to his Apoſtles, Go, Diſciple all Nations, Bap- 
tizing them into the Name of the Father, and 


of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt : Which is 


juſt as if he had ſaid, By the Seal, and Sa- 
crament of Baptiſm, make them Diſciples of 
the Father, Som, and Holy Ghoſt, and read) 
and willing to be called and diſtinguiſh'd by 
that Name. From whence we may fairly 
conclude, that except we are the Diſciple: 
and Profeſſors of thele Three, we have not 
ſo much as a Right, to be called Chriſtians; 
much leſs can we be intitled to the Priny- 
leges of Chriſttantty. 

'T Is plain then, how neceſſary it is for 
every Chriſtian to Believe in a Trmity: And 
as this is neceſſary, ſo in the 


SECOND place, is it highly reaſonable, 
that every Man, whether he already #, or 
deſigns to be a Chriſtian, ſhould inquire what 
is meant by it, and what he is to underſtand 
by that Father, Son, and Nh Ghoſt, which, 

as a Chriſtian, he is bound to believe in. 
And here, for the „ 
| FIRST 
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FIRST of theſe three Terms, we need 
not go about to prove what no body de- 
wes. That the Father is really and truly 
God, is agreed on all Hands: But how he 
is ſo, is the Vueſizon to be reſolved. Tis 
vehemently aſſerted by the Arians and Soci- 
nian, on one ſide, that to this Father alone 
is to be aſcribed a real, and abſolute, and 
ſupreme Divinity: And as conſtantly main- 
taind by the Finitarians, on the other; 
that, as there are three Diſtinctions, or Re- 
lations in the Deity, fo the Father here is 
put only for one of them : And which of thele 
contending Parties the Truth belongs to, 
will be beſt ſeen by the Diſcuſſion of the 
two remaining Articles, For if the Sen, and 
the Holy Gboft, are not deſcribed in Scripture 
as equal in Nature, to the Father, then tis 
plain the former are in the right; But if it 
appears, on the contrary, that each of theſe 
is ſpoke of as God, in the ſame Senſe that 
the Father is; then 'tis as plain, that an im- 
partial Judgment muſt declare for the lat- 
ter, Let us then examin the Nature of 
both theſe: And as the Son ſtands firſt in 
in Order, ſo let it have the firſt Place in 

our Confrderation. | 1 
Now the very fame Perſon whom St. 
John deſcribes under the Character of the 
Logos, raking Fleſh upon him, St. Mathew 
here calls the Son, plainly in Relation to the 
Term Father, which immediately goes be- 
. 1 
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[4] 
fore it; and this, to ſignify to us, that we 
are to believe in Jeſus Chriſt, the Meſſiah, 
who was the Son of God; not by Adoption, 
OGeation, or otherwiſe, as we are; but after 
a: ngulay and "extraordinary Manner, as he 
was really and truly begotten by the Fa. 
ther; and for that reaſon in many Places of 
cripture is eminently ſtiled the Son of God. 
Tavs far 'tis plain, who is the Perſon 
intended by the Son. But is there nothing 
farther to be inquired? Might not an Hea- 
then, or a Jew, whom we delion” d to make 
a Cnbert to Chriſtianity, very reaſonably 
ask, What is this Son of God? Is he God? 
or Man? or both? or neither? No reaſo- 
nable Creature will be ſo far impoſed on, 
as to profeſs his Belief in a mere Nan, 
without knowing the Natzr? it belongs to. 
Let us fee therefore, what the Hr pine 
ye 1n reference to theſe Oreftions ; They 
are far from being iupertinent, and certain- 
ly deſerve the plaineſt Anſwers that can be 
es them. 


FIRST then, tis plain from ſeveral Pal- 

ages of Holy Writ, that our Savior 7.11 
Chriſt the Son of God, was really and truly 
Man, contiſting of Soul and Boay, the ſame 
with ors in Nature, and aiferms in 10- 
ing, but their being pure from Sin. St 
Luke tells us, that * he reread in Wiſdom, 


Fa. | 
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* 1 .oke - 3s 
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as to his Soul; and in NMuture, as to his 
Body, juſt as other Men do. And if Chriſt 
himſelf may be ſuppoſed to have under- 
ſtood his own Nature, there is no one Ap- 
fellation he lo frequently gives himſelf 
as that of the Son of Man; thereby plainly 
intimating, that he really was, what the 
4nthor of the Hebrews aflerts him to have 

been, f in all things like unto his Brethren, 
and of the ſame Nature with the ordinary 
Sons of Men. But, 


SECONDLy, As the Hiſtory of the B. 
Jeſis informs us, that he was perfect Man; 


Io does it likewiſe tell us, that he was 


perfect God; God ſupreme, God the ſame 
6 Nature Ind Eſſence with the Father. 


And that it does ſo, is evident, if we 


conlider, 


Firſt, What our Savior ſaid and did 
bumfelf ; and 


Secondly, What is atteſted of bi. by 1 
Month of his Apoſtles. 


FIRST then, From what our Savicr 
aid and did himſelf; tis evident, that he 
was God Jupr eine. And for the Truth of 
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this, I appeal to that famous Paſſage, where 
he tells the Paralptic * Man, Thy Sins be 


_ forgiven thee ; which we are to underſtand, 


not (as ſome would have us) that our Sa- 
vor only declares to the Man, what was 
revealed to him by God, but poſitiveh, and 


dire&tly by his own inherent Power, abſolv'd | 


him from his Sims. Which is plain, 


I. From his Manner of ſpeaking to him, 
Thy Sins BE + forgiven thee , not Are for- 


given thce ; which is a manifeſt Error, not 


only in ours, but in moſt Verſions; tho”, to | 
do our Tranſlators Juſtice, they have taken | 
Care to correct it in the 23d Verſe. But 
let Chriſt himſelf determine this for us: | 
Whether, ſays he, is eafier to ſay (as I have | 
juſt now done) e@tarlel co of ouoelin; Of | 


N 


ye, M, D jmoTa. Which plainly ſhews, 
the 10 Phraſes being ſet in Oppeſitium to 
each other; that the former was ſpoken in | 
an imperative, commanding Manner as well | 


4s the latter. 
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. 590. Vid. Beze Annotat. in Marc. 2. J. 
Recte igitur nova illa, & accurata, quam in 


emendatiff. R. Stephani Biblii, Lutetiæ A. D. 
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2. From the Anſwer, which Chriſt re- 
turns to the Charge of Blaſphemy, that 
the Jews bronght againſt him. This Man, 
ſay they, blaſphemerh. Why 2 Becauſe he 
arrogates to himſelf, what is God's Prero- 
gative : For who can forgive Sins, but God 
only 7 Which, by the way, clearly ſhews, 
with what Authority Chriſt had ſpoken, and 
confirms my former Obſervation, that in Ab- 


ſolving the Paralytic he expreſs'd himſelf in 


Terms as abſolute, as God himſelf could be 
Savior make to this Accuſation? Why, ſuch 
an one, as is ſufficient to convince us, that 
he did not deliver his Abſo/ution in a de- 
clarative manner, or by way of Commiſſion 
only. For then the Anſwer was eaſy: Your 
Reaſonings in this Caſe are certainly juſt, 
that aone but God can forgive Sins, abſclure- 
ly, and by his own proper Power; and there- 
tore I agree with you, that whoever, be- 
ſides God himſelf, pretends to forgzve them 
in this way, he is certainly guilty of Blaſ- 
phemy. But for my ſelf, I have done no fuch 
Thing: I have not pardond this Man by 
my own, but by God's Authority: I act only 
as his Miniſter and Delegate; and as ſuch 
have. declared what he was pleas d to reveal 
to me. This, or ſomething like this, as it 
muſt have been ſatisfactory to the Jets; 
lo would it have been extremely natural, 
and even eceſſary in this Caſe, For he ſaw 

9 | that 


ſuppoſed to do. Burt what Reply does our 
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that the Jes underſtood him in an abc. 


lute Senſe of Forgiving ; and tor him to ule 


it in another Senſe, without giving them 5. 
tice of it, eſpscially, where there appears 
no Reaſon for concealing it, but juſt the 
contrary, was no better than amuſing they 


with Words, and vindicating himſelf by an 


Equivocation, But inſtead of this, with- 
out once making Mention of God, or once 
acquainting the Fews, that he had ſpoken 
as his Deputy, he goes on, to vindicate 


What he had done in the moſt Divine and 


Crod-ltke manner imaginable. het her, lay; 


he, ir eaſier ? to ſay, Thy Sins be forgiom 


thee *? or io ſay, Riſe up, and walk ? As much 
as to lay, How ſhall I convince you, that! 


have not blaſphemed God, in forgiving this 


Man his Sins? What Proof ſhall J give, 
that I have ſtrictly and properly a Right to 
forgive Sins? Wall you believe, that I can 

ardon without Blaſphemy, on Condition! 


ſhow my ſelf Ommiputent ? And what clearer 


Inſtance can I give of an Almighty Power, 
than by my Fiat, merely by a Word, to 
make this Man Riſe, and Walk 7 That there- 
fore you may know I have this Pow, 
and by conſequence, a Right to Forgine 
Sins, I will only fay unto him, Ariſe, take 
up thy Couch, and go into thine Houle; and 
it ſhall be according to my Word. 


*118 


„ 

T 15 plain then, both from our Savi- 
our's Manner of ſpeaking to the Paralytic, 
and his Anſwer to the Jeu, that he for- 
gave Sins by his own inberent Authority : 
And what St. Matthew adds, that * when 
the Multitude ſaw it, they marvelled, and 
glorified God, who had given ſuch Power 
unto Men, is no Objection to it; much leſs 


will it efectually ſilence us, as a certain Au- 
thor f is pleaſed to imagine. The Jews 


thought that Chriſt forgave Sins, as a Man, 
| becauſe he appear'd to them to be no 
more than ſ#uch ; and therefore he did for- 
give them merely as Man. An admi- 
able Concluſion!? Why do not theſe Peo- 
Ie prove, that our Saviour was mad, or 
po ed with a Devil, ſince tis plain, that 
» W ome of the Jews had ſuch an Opinion of 
him? „„ 

0 Fox my part, I cannot help think- 
LY ing, that an Obſervation full as pertinent, 
and a great deal more exact, may be drawn 
from this very Paſſage: And that is, that 
from the Beginning to the End of this Sto- 
| iy, our Saviour had not given the Fewws 
tne leaſt Hint of his Foxgruving the Man 
m a miniſterial way. For otherwiſe, why 
!hould they be ſtruck with ſo great Von. 


1030 


* Mar, ix. 8. f Dr. Bennet Diſc. Trin. p. 103. 
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104 
der and Surprise at what he had done? 
Why fhould they magnify his Power, as 


new and munheard of ? Nay ſiupendouy, 


and f incredible? Where is the Paradox 
of Chriſt's being authorized by God to for- 


give the Man his Sins? There was nothing 
ſo mighty ſirange in this: The Prophet 


Nathan had done 9 the very fame Thing to 
David; and I fee nothing in it that ſets it 


above the Level of an ordinary Revela- | 


tion. | | | 
FROM the whole tis evident to me, 


that our Saviour forgave the Parahtic bis 


Sins, not in a Subordinate, but Sovereign 


Manner, not by Another's, but by his. own | 
- original Power and Authority. And from 
hence what can be the Inference but this, | 


that he was the ſupreme God of Heaven 


and Earth ? I fay, the ſupreme God: For o- 


therwiſe, he could not Forgive Sins, in 


that way, which, I have ſhew'd, he did; 


except we ſuppoſe that the ſupreme God 


can communicate his Supremacy to a Being 
different from Himſelf ; which is direct 


Nonſenſe, and a Contradiction in Terms; 


ſince at this rate, God is Supreme, and nt 


Supreme, at the ſame time. Tis ridicu- 
lous to imagine, that thofe Sms, which are 
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BE 
committed againſt God, can properly be 
pardoned by any but God himſelf, - 
Bu T we muſt not yet leave this noble 
Piece of Hiſtory; but muſt farther ob- 
ſerve, that our B. Lord does not only take 


to himſelf the ſupreme Royalty of Heaven, in 


I uing out his Pardons, but vindicates his 
Claim to it by a Miracle, which he pur- 
poſely exerts, to ſhow himſelf Onmipotent. 
% Ye think, ſays he, that none but God 
* can forgive Sins, and that 'tis no lefs 
« Eaſy to DO this, than it is to BE Al- 
mighty. 1 will ſhow you then, that I 
* can DO the former, by proving my felf 
to BE the latter; and in order to this, 
I command this impotent Man to be in- 


| *'ſtantly and immediately whole, * 1] 


need not obſerve, that this Argument is not 
ſo much founded on the Miracle it ſelf, as 
on the End and Dzſign of it: The intent of 
it was to demonſtrate his Omnipotence, and 
by conſequence, that He was G O D; and 
therefore that he could forgive Sins So 
that in this ſhort Paſſage we have Two 
undeniable Evidences of Chriſt's ſupreme 
Divinity. In . abſolving a Sinner, he puts 
on the incommunicable Majeſty of Heaven; 
and in Sealing his Pardon with a Miracle, 
e demonſtrates to us, that he had a Right 
to what he had done, which he had e- 
vinced by as clear an Evidence, as Almigh- 
'y Power it ſelf was able to produce in the 
like Caſe. G3 | LET 
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| Leer this ſtand for one Argument of 
Chriſt's being GO D in the higheſt Senſe, 


2. Tre N, I ſhall offer is taken from 
thoſe Titles and Characters, which Chriſt lays 
Claim to, and are Due to none but the 
ſupreme G O D himſelf. Hear how he 

ſpeaks of himſelf to his Diſciples in the 


234 Chapter of St. Matthew. Be * not ye 


called Rabbi ; for O NE is your Maſter even 
Chriſt, And preſently + after, Be not ye 
called Guides: for O NE is your Guide, 
even Chriſt. But how could our Sour 
thus limit and reſtrain theſe Titles to him- 
ſelf, it he was no more than a ſubordinate 
Teacher? How could he, if he was not the 


ONE Gov, require his Diſciples to ac- 


knowledge him for their One Guide and 
Maſter? Eſpecially if we conſider, what 
he hinſelf adds immediately after. But J 
who, ſays he to his Diſciples, is greateſt a- 


mong you, let him be your Servant : For who- 


foever exalteth himſelf ſhall be abaſed, and 
he that humbleth hmmſelf fhall be exalted, 
Now ſuppoſing that our Saviour was not 
God in the higheſt Senſe, might not this 
Doelrine have been retorted upon himſelf? 
Might not the Diſciples have ask'd him, 
why he (tho' never fo great) exalted him- 
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ſelf to ſuch a Degree as he had juſt now 


done? Why inſtead of ſtiling himſelf 
the One Maſter, he had not rather 


declined that lofty Title, and hereby given 


them an Example of that Humility which 
he had ſo much recommended to their Pra- 
tice ? Tis evident they might: Our Sa- 
viour had manifeſtly weakened his own 
Dectrine, had he been leſs than God ſ#- 
preme, and therefore we muſt conclude, that 
he was that very Being. a 
Io this perhaps it may be objected, 

that tho' Chriſt calls himſelf the ONE 
Maſter, yet he has ſufficiently diſtinguiſbæd 
himſelf from the 70ſt high God, as he has 
reſerved for him the Title of the One * 
Father, and commanded his Diſciples to 
call none elſe by that Name. 


Bur this is ſo far from weakenmg what 
| have laid down, that it certainly ſtrength- 
nit. For do but obſerve the Argument 
which this leads us to. Chriſt ſays, that 


— 


Hong, the Title by which the ſenior Rabbies 
| were ſaluted amongſt the Jews. And jo Lud. de 

Dieu in Animad. in At. 22. 3. ſpeaking of the 
Rabbies and their Scholars, Jays, Diſcipulus non 
vocabatur n;ft nomine Patris, ex. gr. Filius Si- 
emis, Et poſt Im poſitionem manuum, qua 
ad Rabbinatum promovebatur, ſuo Nomine ap- 
pellabatur. Rabbi David, Filius Simeonis. To 
ns Cuſtom the word Telip here relates. 
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God alone is the One Father, that is, the 
ONE Teacher, or Maſter, (For in this 


Senſe the Word Father muſt be taken in 


this Place.) But Chriſt tells us in the next 
Verſe, that he himſelf is this ON x Ma- 
er, or Father; and therefore from hence 


it directly follows, that Chriſt was really 


and truly God. FH 

'Tis in vain to tell us, that the Title 
of Father is ſuperior to that of Maſter, and 
that therefore Chriſt ſpeaks of himſelf as 
inferior to God. Tis plain (as J have al- 
ready obſerv'd) that the One Father is no 
more, than the moſt excellent Maſter, and the 
One Maſter ſignifies juſt the ſame. 

I own indeed, that amongſt the Jews, | 
the Title of Father was given even by the | 
Rabbins themſelves to their S#periors. But 
where there is but One Rabbi, he muſt be 
the One Father, there being no room left 
for Superiority; and therefore as Chriſt is 
this One Ralbi, tis evident, even to De- 
210nſiration, that he has no Superior. 

I might now proceed to confirm the 


_ tame Truth 1 have been pleading for, 


trom that arbitrary and independent Manner, 


in which the Goſpel tells us, our Saviour 


perform'd the greateſt Part of his Miracles. 
But this has been ſo largely, and jrdicion;- 
ly treated of by another. Hand, that I think 


it needleſs to purſue that Argument far- 


' 


80 
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1]; 

So much then for what our Saviour 
ſaid and did bimſelf. Let us now ſee in 
the _ 

Second Place, What is atteſted of Him 
by the Mouth of his Apoſiles. 


No w the iſt Evidence of this ſort, is 


that of the Angel, recorded by St. Luke 


in the * 1ſt Chapter of his Goſpel : Many 


ſhall He | John the Baptiſt ] turn to the 


Lord their God, and he ſhall go before Him 
in the Spirit and Power of Elias. 

HERE It is plain, that whoever is the 
Perſon deſigned by the Word HIM, he it 
is, that in the preceding Verſe is ſtiled the 
LORD THEIR GOD: But tis allow'd 
by all, + that our Saviour is deſigned by 
t; and therefore He it is, that by the 
Angel is ſtiled the Lord their God. 

Fo R an Anſwer to this Dr. Clarke © is 
pleas d to fend us to a Paſlage in the 9 1{t 


Epiſt. of St. John: Te know that H E was na- 


nifeſted towtake away our Sins ; and in HIM 
is no Sin Where, ſays the Doctor, the 
Words HE and HI M muſt ef neceſſity be 
referrd to Chriſt, tho without any antece- 
deut mention of him, the Father only having 
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been before ſpoken 3 in the iſt Verſe. But 


where is Learning ? Where is Ingenuity ? Is 


it poſſible tor Dr. CLARKE to ſpeak and 


Write in ſuch a manner as this? Is not there 
an antecedent mention of the Son in the 
24th v. of the 2d Chapter 2 And does not 
every thing that follows relate to Him, as 
plainly as can be ? Yes : But from the x | V, 
of the 3d Chapter, there is no expreſs mention 
of any Perſon but the Father? But is not 
this dine Did St. John divide his E- 
piſtle into Chapters? And if he did not, 
is any Streſs to be laid upon this? Such 
things as theſe are beneath Dr. Clarke : 
he is pleas d to conſider this a ſecond RR 
he will ſoon ſee, that this Paſſage 
in St. John, and that I have cited from 
St. Luke are as unlike as can be. In St. 
John the Word HI M has an Antecedent, 
tho' it is placed at ſome Diſtance from it: 
In St. Luke it has none, it the Lord God is 
not allow'd to be ſo. For there is no 
mention before made of Chriſt from the Be- 
ginning of the Hiſtory. 
© Wer L! but if this Twis fails him, the 
Doctor has another to lay hold on. For 
what, tho' it muſt be granted, that Ch1iji 
is here called The Lord God ; yet this on- 
ih in a ſehordinate Senſe, as 155 has this Ti— 
tle, by Comminication of the Father's Pow- 
er and Dominion. What! when he 1 
ſays, 


ap Wn — a gg roam, » 


DD DI — 


1 


! 
fays, * that the Title of LORD GOD in 
the Stzle of St. Luke, and according to the 
whale Analogy of Scripture, cannot but ſigni- 
fy the Father, or which, in his own Senſe, 
is all one, God ſupreme. *Tis ſomething 
mighty odd, that a Title which, by his 
own Confeſſion, is reſtrained to a Being = 
preme, ſhould be given to another ſiebordi- 
nate. | 

Tris laſt is a Teſtimony of, our Sa- 
viour's ſupreme God-bead, before his Incar- 
nation. 


2, THE ext that follows is one that 
was given after his Reſurrection; I mean 
St. Thomas's Confeſſion: A Confeſſion, which 
ſure, if Prejudice were let aſide, would 
Jive every one as full Conviction of Chriſt's 
| ſupreme Divinity, as He, when he made it, 


had of his Reſurrection, Thomas F anſwer- 
ed, and faid unto him, My Lord, and. my 
Cod. He does not ſay, by way of Admi- 


ration, My Lord, and my God ! But he 
lays to him, he confeſſes to JESUS 
that He was his Lord and his God: Iiiles, 
which, if we well conſider, and from whons 
they came, not from an Heathen, but a 
Jew, who neither knew nor dared to ac- 
inowledge any God but One, we muſt al- 
low, that the Perſon they were given to 
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was God ſupreme. Let him, as Biſhop Pear: 


fon ſays, be the Lord, and God of me, and 
of every true Chriſuan, who was the Lord 


and Gud of an Apoſile. 
Tux 3d Teſtimony I ſhall produce is that 


of St. John, who, in the very Begining 
of his Goſpel, tells us in Words the molt 


expreſs that can be, that the Word, before 
it became Fleſh in the Perſon of the B. Je. 
ſus, was no other than God moſt High. Jn 
the Beginning, ſays he, was the Word, and 


the Word was with God and God was the 


Word. Let the Arians, and Soctnians now | 
join their Forces, and fee whether they can 


make a ſubordinate, or nominal God of thi, 


Iden indeed, that I have given the 
Words in a different Order from what we 


meet with in our common Tranſlations. But 


that it is the tre Conſtruction of them will 


evidently appear. 


Aft. From the Stile of St. John, which, 
all along, is Plain and Eaſy, and the mſi 
Abborrent of * Tranſpoſitions that can be. 


* doubt not but ved uα a eo; (John 4. 24.) wil 
be made an Objection to this; and would be mu 
ſtronger, if our Tranſlation was right, God is a Hi 


 rit : For then there would be a manifeſt T1 auſpo 


tion. But I think there is ſull as as Good, or Bet 
ter, reaſon to tranſlate it, A Spirit is God; juſt a 
, | Tully 


190 


This is ſo well known to every one that can 
read Cree, that I need not be at the Pains 
to prove it: So that according to this Rule, 
0&5 fv 0 ASy@-, Muſt neceſſarily be conſtru- 
ed, God was the Word, and not, the Word 
was God. The former is the natural Order 
of the Words, and cannot be diſturb d 
without doing Violence to the Evangeliſt. 


2dly, As this is plain from St. John's 
Way of writing, in general, fo is it ſtill 


<<, 


Tully ſays, The Sun, or the Heaven, or the iber 
is God. *Tis certain that the Vulgar, the Syriac, and 
Fchiopic Verſions, all of them have it ſo; and the 
Article, being prefix*d to des, and not to TVu, 
wil never be able to turn the Scale againſt them. It 
might be made a 2 'eſtzon, whether it ought not to be 
read, , obs It is a Spirit, which is God. 
But allowing the common 0, 1 ſay, 77 the word 
oVvULox wanting an Article, and dds having one, is 
10 Proof that the latter is the Subject of the Propo- 


ſition, and the former the Preedicate. Fr the ve= 


Nature of the Greek Language uu, by no means 
fer that Tivo here ſhould have an Article : Tg 
debe, Wes, is plainly, The Spirit is God, which 
in this Pla e would be intolerably abſurd. The E- 
vangeliſt therefore with good Reaſon omits it here, 
and (to confute the Errors of the Samaritans, wo 
worſhiped Ggd under 7 corporeal Relemblance) 
Writes tus, EU 0 be, A Spirit is the true 
Uod, . 2 
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plainer from that particular Method, which 
he obſerves in the firſt Verſes of bis Gol- 

el; where we may all along obſerve, that 
the Concluſi ion of one Propoſition is made the 
the Beginning of the next. Thus in the 
4th and 5th Verſes: EU ovre/ ZQH fv, 2 f 


2H fiv T0 $NE TOY ovp, X, T0 401 @y TH 


EKOTIA Ole, 2, i EKOTIA auld & welihupry | 
In him was LIFE, and this LIFE was the | 
LIGHT of Men and the LIGHT. ſhin- 
eth in DARKNESS, and the DARKNESS 
comprehended it not. And ſo in the firſt 
Verſe ; Eu & £7 ky 0 AOTOE, X, 0 AOFOE by | 
Tec Tov OEON, #, ©EOE #v d AdyG- : In the 
Beginning was the Mord, and the Word | 
Was With God, and (need I ask whether | 
it ought not to be followed?) God Was | 
the 12 yd. 
Io confirm theſe Arguments, let me 
add in the 
— N 

34 P lace, that the moſt,. or at leaſt the | 


moſt ancient, and moſt approved Tranſlators, 


have given the Words in the ſame Order | 


that 1 Rabe done. Witneſs the autient Vul. | 


gar, the Syriac, the Perfian, the /Athiopic 
And, if later Verſions have any Authort- 


1 may like wie appeal to the p Italian, 


— 


* 


* Iddio era il Verbo. Bib. Ital. Venet, 


1639. 


the 


1 


| the * Spaniſh, and our f moſt antient Eng- 


ih Tranſlations, as well as That Jof 


Martin Luther; in all which we read, 


God was the Word, and very rarely meet 
with the contrary, till Calvin's Time, when 
Servetus endeavoured to revive the Sabel- 
lian Hereſy. Then indeed, co confute his 


Notions, the other Conſtruction was mighti- 
ly ſtickled for, and ſo far prevailed, that 
it was afterwards received by our Tranſla- | 


tors in K. James the Firſt's Reign. 

Ax p from hence tis plain, that as our 
preſent Tranſlation may very well be Tax- 
ed with Novelty: So That which I con- 
tend for, can have no ſuch Thing laid to 
its Charge. Tis doubtleſs the moſt An- 
tient, and Univerſal; but ſtill like every 
Thing of that Nature, may have ſome 


Things objected to it; as 


1h. Tr Ar the Article d is afhx'd to X. 


& 


O, and not vs, which ſays Beza, and o- 


* Dioſera la Palabra. Feſt. Caſtilians. 1556. 
dem Bib. H.ſpan. per Valeram 1602. Idem 
Bib. Hiſpan. vulg. 1622. - 
Nod pær Þ pope: Marſhal's Anglo-Saxon 
Teſt. God was the Word, K. H. 8th's Bib. 
2541. God was the Word. Coverdales Teſt. 
1549. So to Q. Elizabeth's Bible. 

J Und Gott war das Wort, Luther's Bib. 
1768. | 5 
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L 22 ] 
thers, ſhows the former to be the Subject, 
and the latter the Prædicate. 


To which I Anſwer ; 


1ſt. THAT St. John, tho' he writ in 
Greek, yet oblerving the Idiom of his own 
Language, this Obſervation is of no Force; | 
it being uſual with the Hebrews to prefix 
their demonſtrative He, either to the S. 
ject, or Predicate indifferently. Apud He. 
bæos, ſays Lud. de Dieu, He demonſtrati. 
vu promiſcuè Pradicato, & ſubjeto pra. 
figitur., Animad. Vol. 2. p. 452. 8 


2dly, TA r there are a great many | 
Inſtances to be met with both in prophane, | 
and ſacred Writers, which plainly ſhe, | 
that this Rule, how general ſoever, is not 
every where to be depended on. Thus 
Ariſiot. v vou. cap. 11. ESI 5 iter 
Toa jy, M & 79 Cyovliov TE ,v 
u SO again, c. 12. xo. 5, des: 
SG , i p01 jd d yops. And thus 
too the ſacred Writers: *aspxA1G- d durors 0 
TYAde, Creneſ. xi. 3. ku euro; Ls 6 beds. 
Domus, i. e. Jehovah, et Dens. Pſal. 100. | 
*Emidenvvs Eva TY x”. Inoey, And fo foo: 
our Evangeliſt himſelf, as I have already 


7 g * | e/ 
prov d, ebe, 6 beds, C. 4. 24. Tistbay ont 


mods £5v 0 vids T6 des I Job. 5. 5. In all 
Which, and a multitude of other Places, 
75 |; if 


1 


it is evident, that the Subject wants the 4r2 
tickle, and the Pradicate has it; ſo that 


this Objection falls to the Ground. | 
TRE Next, and I think the only remain- 
ing Charge, that can be brought againſt 
this Tranſlation is, that it ſeems to confound 
the Perſons in the Trinity, and by this 
Means paves the Way to Sabell:aniſm. The 
firſt Part of the Objection is too clear to 
be diſown'd. For to ſay, that God is the 
Logos, does really ſound, as if there was 
no Diſimction between the two firſt PE R- 
50 NS of the Trinity. And fo doubtleſs 
thought St. Joby, or he would never in 
the Compaſs of three ſhort Propoſitions 
have given us one of them twice over. 


The Word, ſays he, was with God; here 


he notes a Perſonal Diſtinction : And, God 
was the Word; here he expreſles to us an 
Identity of Nature. And then as if he 
foreſaw, that ſome Diſputes would ariſe a- 


bout this, to prevent them all, he induſtri- 


ouſly repeats what he had juſt ſaid before; 
the ſame, that is, the Word, Was in the 
Beginning with God. A Repetition! which 
Jets us plainly ſee, that Sabellianiſin muſt 
never ſeek for a Shelter in this Place, let 
it be tranſlated as it will: Tho' after all, 
I muſt obſerve, that, if it ſhould, it may 
as ealily find one in The Word was God, as 
in God was the Word. 
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To conclude theſe Obſervations ; as it is 
plain from what I have ſaid, that there is 
all the Reaſon imaginable to admit of the 
Verſion J here contend for; ſo nothing of 
any Moment can be urged againſt it. And 
if ſo, 'tis evident to the meaneſt Capacity, 
that the Word, which became Fleſh, in the 


Man Chriſt Jeſus, and was one and the 


fame Perſon with him, muſt be God ſu- 


_ preme. For if God, the ſame God, that is, 
and muſt be * acknowledged to be ſi- 
preme, was the Word ; then it manifeſtly 


follows that the Word was that very God. 
So plain, fo full, ſo convincing a Teſti- 
mony has the Evangeliſt here given us of 


Chriſt's ſupreme Divimity. And till this one 


Evidence be confuted, Dr. Clarke muſt by 


He or nothing to the Purpoſe. It may perhaps 
be worth H 15, and every, Body's obſerving, 


That his is the only Paſſage in all the New 


Teſtament, in which the Nature of the Lo- 
gos is profeſſedly treated of, and the Diwini- 


* 


* The Scripture when it mentions God abſolutely, 


no Means think to run us down with greater 
Numbers, which are moſt of them very lit. 


and by way of Eminence, always means the Perlon 


of the Father, that is, the ſupreme God: Parti- 
cularly, when it is the Subject of a Propoſition, as 
here bis iv, &c. See Dr. Clarke's 11th Propoli- 
tion. 2 Part of Scrip. Doc. 5 


* 
8 


TWY - 
ty of it plainly, expreſly, and direftly aflers 
ted: In all other Places it is but occaſio- 
nally, and more obſcurely. mentioned. And 
from hence it evidently follows, That this 
ſingle Propoſuton of St. John is to be made 
the great fundamental Principle, to which 
we are to recur, in this whole Controverſy. 
All the other Texts, that relate to this Sub- 
ect, are to receive their Senſe and Interpre- 
tation from This, and not This from them. 
And it this Method is once taken, Dr. 
Carte muſt ſoon leave his talking of his 
Numbers of Texts : It will then appear, 
that h3s Doctrine is all his own, and does 
not only want a Foundation in Scripture, 
but plainly contradicts it. 

Bur is an Article of Faith to be built on 
a ſingle Text of Scripture; and that too of a 
| dubious Conſtruction ? Let our Adverſaries 
prove this laſt Part, if they can: And if 
they cannot, the former Part of the Queſti- 
02 will ſoon be determin'd in the affirmative. 
As to the Conſtruction of 83s fv 6 N-, I 
own that it has been miſtaken; ; and fo have 
the moſt evident, and momentous Truths ; 
which yet is no Argument that thoſe Truths 
are doubtful, For my own Part, I openly 
and ſincerely declare, that was our Saviour's 
ſupreme God-head no where elſe ſo much 
is hinted at in Scrzpture, yet I could not 
ſtand out againſt the 1ſt Verſe of St. John, 
which more plainly tells me, that the Word 
„ Was 
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L 
was abſolutely and eminently God, than the 
14thVerſe does, that He became Man. But 
I need not, as if I doubted of the Strength 
of other Paſſages, lay the whole Streſs of 
the Queſtion upon This. There are | 
great many other Places in the Books of | 
the New Teſtament, that ſufficiently evince | 
the ſame Truth: And ſuch, in the 


4th Place, is that illuſtrious Paſſage in 
St. Paul's Epiſtle“ to the Philippians : Ltt 
this be + perceived in you, Which was allo | 
in Chriſt Jeſus, who being in the Form of 
God, thought it not J a Spoil to be equal. 


— 
mn 


„ Vn, Os 29 0. 
+ @egvddu co... : 
J SN dpnxymey j‘, i. e. He did mt | 
diſcover the Brightneſs of his Glory, He did not ſet it | 
up, or openly ſhow it, as Victors do a Trophee, or 
Spoil taten in War. Longè maximum Trium- 
phi ſpectaculum fuit Clas, ſpolia opima Re- 
gis interfecti gerens, in eum Milites carmina in- 
condita, æquantes eum Romulo, canere. Spo- 
lia in æde Jovis Feretrij, prope Romuli ſpolia,— 
cum ſolenni Dedicatione dono fixit. Liv. Dec. 
1. L. 4. And in another Place, Inde exercitu vi- 
ctore reducto, ipſe | Romulus] cum Factis vir 
magnificus, tum Factorum OsSTENTATOR 
haud minor, SPOLIA ducis Hoſtium cœſi ſuſ- 
penſa, fabricato ad id apte ferculo, gerens in 
Capitolium aſcendit. Far was the humble Jeſus 
from diſplaying his divine Majeſty in ſuch a manner, 
when he appear d on Earth; and therefore ſays the 72 
23 5 


file in a very beautiful Metaphor, & dgnorypud 


[&] 


iy10&T0 70 Evay dg, dec. The learned Dr. Whit- 
by, and Dr. Clarke after him, are greatly miſtaken, 
when they underſtand by this Phraſe, that Chriſt did 


not covet, as a Prize, to be tou 0£%. St. Paul 


aſſerts in the firſt Place, that Chriſt was c Auopqñ 
Ts be. And what Senſe would it be 70 ſay after= 
wards, that He did not Covet to be is de, and 
cagerly deſire what he already had? *Tis evident 
that theſe two Gentlemen have confounded the 
Ideas of Ambition, and Oſtentation. Ambition 
is, to covet a Dignity, which one has not; and O- 
ſtentatiou, to ſhow vainly what one has. The Vir- 
tue that St. Paul here makes our B. Saviour an Ex- 
ample of, is oppoſed to the latter, and not to the 
former, as appears from the whole Drift of his Diſ- 
courſe, Let nothing ( Jays he, v. 3.) be done KT 
ieee: and what this Seel is, let Phavorinus 
acquaints us ; f KI tx, LE Ov Tod le er- 
KT, 1 Kevod'6506, We NN x, Tegan 
dM Eis T uote ; It is, when a Man by do- 
ing things oſtentatiouſiy, or vain-gloriouſly, pro- 
vokes and excites others to do the like. hence 
ſays the Apoſtle, wnd'iy nar te amy, ij nevod'o- 
gan; let nothing be done in Oftentation, or 
Vain-glory.” But in Lowly-mindedneſs, prefer- 


ring each other to your ſelves, conſider not [4k 


CKoTETE, View not, Admire not, OS d gn, as 
in a Glaſs] your own things, [ your own Gifes and 
Excellencies | but every Man thoſe of others. 
And then follows, T&T0 D, For let this be per- 
ceived in you, which was alſo in Chriſt Jeſus ; 
that is, with all your Graces and Perfettions ſhew 
the like Humility, that he did, who tho he had no- 
thing leſs than the divine Majeſty it ſelf, yet, when 


He came upon Earth, did not make a ſplendid, or 
2 tri 
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28 
with Cod; but made * himſelf to appear of 
no Account, taking the Form of a Servant, 
being made in the Likeneſs of Men; and be- 
ing found in Faſhion as a Man, he humbled 
himſelf | ſtill farther becoming ſubmiſſive un- 
to Death, yea the Death of the Croſs. 

An illuſtrions Teſtimony indeed! Chriſt, 
lays the Apoſtle, was in the Form of God, 
that is, he was in the Nature of God, or 
God himſelf. For nothing properly ſpeak- | 
ing, can have the Form of any thing, but | 
it muſt too have its ſeveral Qalities and | 
Properties, and by conſequence its Nature. | 
From whence it is, that (without running | 
to the School-men) we frequently find the | 
Form of a Thing to be put for the Natur: | 
of that Thing, or the Thing it ſelf; as, a- 
mongſt the Latini, the Form J of a Province 


N. 


— i — 


triumphant ſhow of it; but on the contrary conceal- 
ed its Brightneſs, and jo far humbled himſelf; as to 
appear under the lowest Circumſtances of Human 
Natare. | Y 

* EKEIWOEY EXUTIY : KEVWBT, ſays Heſychius, is 
poTEQG- Sed? whence WEE tOuT!, 
muſi be, lid r αõ˖p . drropoure D/ EmGWoey c. 
And from hence it appears, that Dr. Clarke's 
Deveſted himſelf, is nothing to the purpoſe. 
J Ap. Cic. Liv. cæteroſq; ferè omnes Hiſto- 
£1CO3, 8 


for 


, OE. Ry 


„ AIR. dc. ER 


2 "Wy 


9 


for a Province; the Form of a Republic for 
a Republic; juſt as, amongſt the Helleniſtr, 
the * Likeneſs of a Temple is uſed for a 
Temple, and the + Likeneſs of an Image 
for an Image. Phraſes, which give a great 
Illuſtration to St. Pauls way of ſpeaking 
in this Place, and help us to a clear Con- 
ception of what he meant to expreſs. 

Add to this, that if no other Author 
did, yet St. Paul himſelf has ſufficiently 
explain d this Phraſe, by ſetting it in Op- 
poſttion to the Form of a Servant, and tel- 
ling us how Chriſt was in that. Chriſt 
(ſays he) tho' he was in the Form of God, 
yet condeſcended to take ihe Form of a 


Servant. But how did he take, or how 


was he in the Form of a Servant? Why, 
ſays St. Paul, as he was made in the Like- 
neſs of Men; woppiv Shs Aafar, e opoiduct- 


71 &v8pdmov yerouerG-; he was in the Form of 


a Servant, being made in the 1 of 
Men. As much therefore as he was 
ſo much he was a Servant: But he 


was really, and why and abſolute- 


ly Man; and therefore he was really, and 


1 — 


* Os 6{0toun vos, Plal. cxliv. 12. 


T 0uorguaTt EG» pIxeT8 pd 


Rom. i. 23. 
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truly, and abſolutely * a Servant ; and b 
conſequence, from St. Paul's way of ſpeak. 
ing, mult be as really, and truly, and ab- 
2 God, as he was either of the . 
Her. 
Tu us St. Paul interprets himſelf, and 
I know not where we ſhall find a better 
Expoſitor. 35 
Lr us however inquire into the Senſe | 
of other Interpreters: Let them tell us, 
| how Chriſt was in the Form of God, if he 
was not really God. And 


_ tft. We are told by the Axriant, that 
Chriſt was in the Form of God, as 4 He 
was the Perſon by whom God created al 
things, by whom he governs all things, and | 
by whom he appeared to Adam, to the Pa- 
triarche, and to Moſes. This, ſay they, 
was being in the Form of God. 

B U r to this I anſwer, that in Two of 
the fore mentioned Inſtances, Chriſt could 


—— —— 


bat therefore Dr. Bennet ſays, (Dif. Trin. 
p. 49, 90.) firſt putting the Queſtion, whether Chriſt 
was really and truly a Servant, and then anſwering, 
nothing leſs, 7s certainly a very great Miſtake. He 


' Wars net indeed a Slave, by Condition of Lite, but 


was a Servant, by Neceſſity of Nature; @ Ser- 
vant to God, and Subject io Men. See Iſai. xlix. 
3. 7. Thou art my Servant A. Servant 0 
Rulers. | | 
# See Dr. Clarke's Serip. Doc. p. 155. 


not 


WE a 
not be ſaid to BE in the Form of God, at 
the very Inſtant he became Man, which 
is the thing J aſſerted by St. Paul. For 
let us, in the Firſt Place, ſuppoſe, that the 
Logos was a v5 vnspyds, or a ſubordinats 
Agent in the Creation of the Univerſe, yet 
it would be very inproper to ſay, that He 
was for this Reaſon in the Form of God, 
when He took upon Him human Nature. 
That he had been might ( in this Caſe) be 
allowd. But to tell us that at the very 
Time he aſſumed our Nature, he was then 


e woppH dts vrepyor, then actually ſubſiſting 


in the Form of Cod, becauſe he had formerly 
been God's Vice-gerent in the Creation of 
the World, is highly abſurd ; ſince at this 


rate we might argue, that one who per- 


forms a Miracle, and by doing ſo, may be 
{aid (in ſome Senſe) to he in the Form of 
God, muſt ſtill be in the ſame Form, at a- 
ny time afterward, even when he works no 
Miracle at all. But N 


2dly. Neither was Chriſt, at the Time of 
his Incarnation, in the Form of God, as he 


T is /uppoſed to have appear d, in God's ſtead, 


1% Adam, to the Patriarchs, and to Moſes. 
At the very Inſtant of his appearing to them, 
it might be ſaid, that (tho' he was not 


ene 
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really God) yet He was in the Form of 


God: But ſeveral Thouſands of Years after. 
wards; I think it could not. An Embaſ- 
ſador, while he remains ſuch, may be ſaid 


to be the Image and Repreſentation of his 


Prince : And yet need any one be told, 
that His Office, and his Iitles expire toge- 
ther? 1 

App to theſe IT Conſiderations that 
the bare allowing our Saviour to be the 
Perſon who created the World, and appeared 
to the Patriarch, and to Moſes, is really 


granting Him to be God ſupreme. For in 


the | 


1ſt Caſe, we are inform'd by Moſes, that 


God only SPAKE, and the World was in- 


ſtantly and immediately made, And who 
was the God that pate? Was it God the 


Fat her? If fo, the Son could by no Means 


be an Iuſtrument in the Creation, becauſe 
there was no Room lett for any ſuch thing, 
And ſuppoſing it was God the Logos, then 
mult it neceſſarily follow, that H E is God 
ſupreme ; the Word GOD, as Dr. Clarke 
obſerves, being no where put abſolutely in 
Scripture, or made the Subject of a Propo- 


ſition, as God ſaid, &c. but it ſignifies God 


moſt high, And then 


2dly, 


r = = 


J p ²—⅛ SB 3...“ 


331 


240, If Chriſt was the Perſon, who appear 


ed to the Patriarch, and to Moſes, then it 
was Chriſt, who ſaid, I am * the God of 


thy Father, the God of Abraham, the God 
of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob; it was 
Chriſt, who ſaid, I + am that I am; it 
was Chriſt who told Moſes, that He © could 
uot ſee his Face, that is that He was the 
indiſible one, whom no Man has ſeen, nor 
can ſee; all which are the diſtinguiſhing 
Marks and Characters of God ſupreme. 1 


do not ſee what can be ſaid to this laſt In- 


ſtance. But for the other we are told, that 


| ** Chriſt did not ſpeak in his own, but in 
| the Name and Perſon of the Father, whole 
| Repreſentative He was. But does the Scrip- 
tue lay ſo ? Or does it any where give us 
an Example, where any Being but God aſ- 
ſumes to it ſelf the Name and Perſon of 


God 2 And if it does not, is it not the high- 
eſt Preſumption imaginable to talk at this 


| rate 2 Dr. Clarke indeed pretends to give 
us an Inſtance, where even || an inferior Au- 


gel is introduced ſpeaking in the Name, 


or Perſon of God. The II Angel ſtood, 
| laying — TI will give Power unto MY 
| two Witneſſes. And is not this an amazing 


— 


15 


* Exod. iii. 6. f v. 14. ibid. J Exod. 


| xxxiii. 20. ** Scrip. Doc. p. 97 || Rep- 
| fo Mr. Nelſon, p. 162. 
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one? Would not one think, that this wor: 
derful Critic had never look d into his 
Greek Teſtament ? And yet he can be ſharp- 
fighted enough, when he pleaſes : But 
here, it ſeems, it was his beſt way to Wink, 


be denied. And where now is this inferi- 
or Angel? Why till, I warrant the Word 
&yy:\G- muſt be underſtood as the Sul. 
ſianttve to Atyor. But why not ori tu 7 
ges, which we find in the 8th v. of the 
former Chapter, and with a great deal better | 
reaſon, as the Viſion, in which the Angel ſpoke, 
is concluded, and a new one begins here: 
Add to this, that in the Veleſian Leftion, 
It 15 not Atyoy, but egg. wor, juſt as imme- 


diately before 6 wor; and fo too the 


Vulgar has it, as well as our moſt antient 
Eugliſb Tranſlations. Well! but till it i 
the Angel. For in the 8th v. of this Chat 


ter, he ſpeaks of Chriſt under the Title of 


1 


* Our moſt ancient Verſions, thoſe I mean of Tin. 
dal and Coverdale, have them not. 


OUR 


E 
OUR Lord; and therefore he could not 
be more than a created Angel. But alas! 
how unlucky it is, that inſtead of wei 
way, our Critics muſt be forced to read 
e- eviav. For not only the Alexandri- 
an, but all the. beſt Manuſcripts, all the 
Tranſlations, the Vulgar, the Syriac,. the A. 
rabic, and Æthiopic, oblige us to own this 
tor the genuine Reading. And Arethas too 
confirms it in his Commentary, where he tells 
us that «Gy is referr'd to the Two Witneſ- 


ſes mention'd before. And therefore once 


more let me ask the learned Doctor, where 
this inferior Angel is, that ſpeaks in the 
Name, and Perſon of the Father ? I am 
ſure He is not here: And I challenge the 
Dr. to find him in any other Place. What 
Dr. Bennet ſays in Defence of this abſurd 
Opinion, is ſo weak, that nothing can be 
more ſo, except Dr. Clarke's referring 
to it. | 

Bur I muſt not forget, that, according 
to Dr. Clarke, there remains ſtill a third 
Manner of Chriſt's being in the Form of 
God. And this, it ſeems, is his being 
God's Vice-gerent in the Government of the 
World. But as there is no Proof * alleged 
tor this; ſo it may as eaſily be denied on 
one Hand, as affumed on the other; Poſi- 


— 


* See Scrip. Doc. p. 155. 5 
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tive Aſlertions in theſe Caſes, are but mere 
Cyphers, and ſtand for nothing. Tis 


Proof that we call for: And before this 


Inſtance is admitted, it muſt be proved to 
us, that the Logos, before it hecame Fleſh, 
had no more than a vicarious Government 
of the World, held by him, as a Being di- 


f tinct from, and inferior to the God of Hea- i 


ven, and Earth. But this perhaps may 
look like Impoſition, and is indeed a Task, 


which with regard to its Difficulty, is too 


unreaſonable. | 
Lux us now pals on to a ſecond Sort of | 
Interpreters, and fee what they ſay to 
this Matter. How was Chriſt in the Form 
of the moſt high God, if he was not that 
God himſelf 2 Why, ſay they, As he had | 
the Power of working Miracles, thereby ap- 
pearing even AS Cod himſelf : and when 
He laid down this Power, then it was that | 
He took upon him the Form of a Servant, and 
became an ordinary Man. 0 


— * 4 


TH1s is their Interpretation; and ſuch 


a one as is juſt as Lame as the former. For 


1ſt. Is Chriſt's being in the Form .of Þ 
God, confiſted only in his Working of Mra- | 
cles, and his being in the Form of a NV. 
vant, in his ceaſmng to do ſo; this latter 


1 


— 


8 ſh ould 


E 

ſhould have been expreſs'd to us, not by 
his Taking, but Retaking the Form of a Ser- 
vant ; ſince He had been in that Form be- 
fore, had been as an ordinary Man before, 
and wrought no Miracles, till he was about 
Thirty Years old. „„ 


A p p to this, in the 24 Place, That to 
the very moment of his Death, Chriſt ne- 
ver laid down his Power of working Mira- 
cles: And therefore if Chriſt's having, and 
exerting this Power, was his being in the 
Form of God ; from the Commencement of 
his Miniſtry, he always was in this Form, 
and never parted with it for any other, 


Ap b, in the laſt Place, What the lear- 
ned Whitby * obſerves, © That the Power 
* of Miracles is never in the Scripture ſti- 


© led the Form of God: And were this all 


© that was intended by that Phraſe, both 


* Moſes, and Elias, and our Lord's Apo- 
* ſiles, might upon that Account be ſaid to 
© have been in the Form of God, ſeeing both 
* Mbyſes and Elias wrought many Miracles on 


* Earth, and Chriſt declared concerning 


* his Diſciples, that They ſhould work great- 
er Miracles than thoſe which he had done; 


and conſequently, after this way of ſpeak- 
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Whitby in loc. 
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ing, ſhould be more in the Form of God 


than He himſelf was, which is the greateſt 


Abſurdity. „„ 
Tu RE Heinians therefore, are as wide of 


the Mark in their Interpretation of this 


Phraſe, as the Arians are in theirc. And 
to ſhew Both of them ſtill farther, that 


e pop? beg is not capable of the Senſe they 


would either of them put upon it, I once 
more return to the Words of the Apoſtle, 
which are each of them ſo exceeding 
weighty, that they cannot be too well 
conſidered. And here I obſerve, that St. 


Paul does not barely. ſay, that Chriſt WAS 


in the Form of God, but that He was in it 
by Nature. 5 d poppy bes UT&pPYGV, who be- 


ins BORN or * PRODUCED in 


the Form of God : For ſo the Word undeyw 


proper! ſignifies. vTdpyor, WE, + Gy 
lays * From i tis plain, 
that St. Paul has an Eye to Chriſt's ETER- 
NAL GENERATION, which he here 


— 


r 


* Always exiſting in, &c, ſays the Arabic Ver- 
fon, which plainly ſuppoſes his being Born in it. 
Thus Acts xvi. 3. e\Auv u, i. e. Ge- 


nere erat Græcus. And fo v. 20. ibid. INI 


vnTxeyoVles, Genere Judei. And (tho vnwepy 90 
is ſometimes put barely for Ou, as umepyo! ο ν 
£0xoovois yet) this being the proper Senſe of the Mord, 
it ſhould always have it, where the Subject 'tis ap: 
plied to will bear it. | i 
Sz | beautt- 


„„ 
beautifully OPPOSES to his TEMPORAL 
one, and tells us, that tho' Chriſt, as the 
eternal Son of God, was BORM in the 
Form of God, as much as a Son amongſt vs 
is BORN in the Form of his Father, yet, 
notwithſtanding this, He ſtooped ſo low, 


as at his SECOND GENERATION to 


take, and to be Born in the Form of a 
Man. 


IN a word; from the whole, tis as e- 


vident, I think, as Words can make it, 


that this Paſſage of St. Paul's is to be un- 
derſtood as J have already explained it, 
namely, That Chriſt's being in the Form of 


God, is the very ſame with, and can be no- 


thing elſe but, His being in the Nature of 
God; his being as really and eſſentially, be- 
fore his Incarnation, in this, as he was af- 
terwards in that of Man. 


F. I now proceed to 4 5th Teſtimony, ta- 
ken from the ſame inſpired Author, which of 
it ſelf, I think, might be ſufficient to end 
the Diſpute. Hear what he ſays. Tho' 
there be * that are called Gods, whether in 


PIE 


1 Corinth. viii. 5, 6. „ 
t By the Gods and Lords of Heaven, are 


meant the Sun, and the reſt of the heavenly Hoſt ; 
and by thoſe in Earth, the Idols, the Images, the 


Stocks, and Stones, which the Heathens ſtupidly 


fancied to be Gods, and worſhiped them as ſuch. 
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„ 
Heaven, or in Earth (as, or, after which 
manner, there be Gods many, and Lords ma- 
ny ; ) yet to us there is but one God, the Fa- 
ther, of whom are all things, and we in 
Him; and one Lord, Jeſus Chriſt, by whom 
are all things, and we by Him. 

HERE it is evident, that as the Lords 
many are reckoned by St. Paul amongſt 
the Gods; lo our Saviour, in oppoſition to 
them, 1s called the One Lord, or the One 
God : For if the many Lords were Gods, it 
plainly follows that He who is the one 


Lord, muſt be the one God too; which is 


all that we contend for. 
WEIL! will Dr. Clarke ſay, and fo He 
is: But then He is only the one inferior Cod. 


The Lords many that St. Paul ſpeaks of 
are the Baalim, and the Baalim were only 


n 
a 


Certain it is, that the Angels are not intended by 
the Firſt, nor Kings and Magiſtrates by the Se- 
cond, neither of theſe being Oojects of religious 
Worſhip amengſi the Heathens, as the Gods and 


Lords here ſpoke of manifeſtly were. I have ſome- 


times thought, that the Gods and Lords in Hea- 
ven, were the Dij ſuperi, and thoſe in Eatrh, the 


deo! X Solos, the infernal Deities ; as if it Tic. 


ns was ds Tis ne, intra Terram, juft as 
en TL 0pS6 is intra Montem. But whether this 
will hold good, or no, let the Learned dete, mine. 1 
do not find that the Phraſe is uſed in this Senſe by 
St. Paul elſewhere, and thereſore J inſiſt not upon it 
here. | | 


the 
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it appear) they were always Iook d upon 


„„ 
the inferior, mediating Deities. But who 
told him they were ſuch? Why the learned 
M.. Mede, it ſeems, has * ſaid ſo : And 


(as if a great Man could not be miſtaken) 
the Dr. has made a Tranſcript of his Words, 


without endeavouring to ſirengthen them 


by any farther Evidence. 


Bur tho' Plato is my Friend, yet muſt 


Truth be more ſo: Tis impoſſible for me 


but to pay the utmoſt regard, not only to 
the Judgment, but to the very Name, and 
Memory of Mr. Mede; and yet I cannot 
help ſaying, that as that admirable Man had 
his Errors, and Over-ſights, ſo this was one 
of then. For ſo far were the Baalim from 
being reckon'd the inferior, mediating Dei- 
ties, that on the contrary, (as I ſhall make 


— 


n N 


* Though there be Gods many (that & many 
Celeſtial and Sovereign Deities) and Lords many; 
(that is, ſo many Baalims, Lords- Agents, and Pre- 
ſdents off earthly things) yet to us Chriſtians 
there is but one Sovereign God, the Father, of 


| whom are all things, and we [ts &u/dy, as it 4 
in che Greek] To him (that , to whom as Su- 


preme we are to direct all oar Services; and but 


one Lord, Jeſus Chriſt, one Lord- Agent (inſtead 


ef their many Baalims, and Dzmon- Mediators, ) 
by whom are all things, which come from the 
Father to as, and through whom alone we find Ac- 
ceſs unto bim, Mede, Diſ. 2 Pet. ii. 1. See 
derip. Dos, P-. „ a 
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as Gods of the hig beſt Nan and Order. And 


this I infer = 


- 1ſt, FRO M tlfe Name of Baal it ſelf : 
which ſignifies one that has Power, Poſ- 
ſeſſion, and Dominion: A Name, very im- 
proper for an inferior, puny Deity, that can 
grant his Worſhippers nothing, but what 
he mult firſt beg himſelf from his Su 
eke | 


Secondly, From. that Ds of Hon. 
our, and Eficem, the greateſt and higheſt 
of all other, which was paid to theſe Bi. 
alim by their ignorant W orſhippers. This 
we may collect from the Hr iptures always 
Agi them the + Juſt Place, when it 


*» 2 


0 Baal 1 learned Fuller) uv2;ov, vel 
Dominum ſonat, vel Poſſeſſo rem, & Poteſta- 
tem in rem aliquam habentem. Vide Fulleri 
Miſcel. 1. 2. c. 7. So alſo Dr. Pococke , his 
Comment. on Hoſea, pr 58. The word Baal, ſg- 
vi ing Lord, or patron . (Though ſme think 
it applicable to theſe, 1. Bo they called | {jr Gods, 
or middle Goas) may ſeem to have been a Name 
given to any chief, or principal Idol 

| Thus Judzes | I. 13. We find Baali and 
Aſhtaroth; and 2 Kings xxili. F. Baal the Sur, 
the Moon, the Planets, and all the Holt of 
Heaven. And fo Iaiah xlvi. r. Bel and Ne- 
bo. I at which Places and ſeveral others that 
might be produced, the Baalim have ſtill the Pre- 


Cedency gen 3 them 50 all ether Idols » and the 


v9 


£43] 


happens to mention em with other Idols 5 


and no leſs from the numerous * Teſtimo- 
nies of the beſt and moſt judicious Writers, 
all of them agreeing, that the Baalim were 


FEFETY 
th, 


rn 


no doubt, becauſe they were reckon d ſuperior to 


them. | | 

bus Junius notes on Baruc vi. 40. that Bel 
(the ſame with Baal) was the ſummus Deus a- 
mongſt the Chaldæans; and then adds, Quum 
Dit minerum gentium curare non poſſunt, recur- 
runt ad erm qui in ſumma apud Babylonios, & 
Aſſytios exif imatione eſt. So Vatab. in Eſai. 
x1vi. 1. ſays Bel erat Idolum prime Authorita- 
tis. And Tremel. ibid. [Bel] nomen eſt I- 
doli, quod unum in pretio fuit apud Afsyrics 
Perlas, & Babylonios : Alij Saturnum eſſe vo- 
junt, filium Oceani: alij Jovem, (unde Jupi- 
ter Belus appellatur Plinio. lib. 6. natur. Hiſtor. 
cap. 26.) alij deniq; ſolem, quod magis pro- 
bamus, quia ſolem ab Aſſyriis, Perfis, & Ba- 


byloniis, pro Deo ſummo habitum eſſe 


omnes Hiftoriz oſtendunt. And to come a little 
more Weſtward to the Baal of the Tyrians, and 
Sidontans, (the ſome Baal, 2wheſe Worſhip was in 
troduced by Ahab ameng the Iſraelites, in Oppoſition 
io that if the great Febevab) the learned Fuller 
rells us, Miſcel. 1. 2. c. 7. that this was no other 
than Magnus ille dear», ſeu Malorum de- 
patſor Hercules, ſummus & antiquiſſimus Ty- 
norum Deue, ut qui & precipuo ſemper hono- 
re ibi fit affectus. To all theſe, let me add the 
Authority of the learned Selden, the beff Fudge in 
this matter, whom ſec in bis admi ale Bock de Diis 
dytis. Synteg. 2. | 
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the ſupreme Objects of Worſhip to the Eq- 


ſtern Tdolaters. 


Thirdly, FROM the Baalim ſometimes 
being called the Idols, by way of Emi. 
nence; ſometimes being put for + the 


whole Heavenly Hoſt, the great Pan of the 


Gentiles, and ſometimes 9 for al! the hea- 
then Gods in general, For we muſt con- 
clude thoſe to be the Chief of a Specter, 
who give a Denommation to all the reſt 
belonging to it. Ez 

T 1s is ſufficient to let us ſee, that the 
Baalim have always been look d upon by 
the Gentile World as their ſuperior Deities. 
And therefore it the Lords many, mentio- 
ned by St. Paul, are theſe Baalim, they 


— 


So in 2 Chronic. xvii. 3. inſtead of Baalim, 
which is in the Hebrew, the 70 bave it, To 
ES OAK, - | 
| + See Selden de Diis Syris. Pococke on Hoſea, 
p. 58. and Fuller's Miſcel. l. 4. c. 7. 

$ So 1 Sam, vii. 4. They took away Baalim 
and Aſtaroth, i. e. all their Gods. And ſo Vatab. 
Baalim, maſculinum eſt, Aſtaroth, ſæ mini- 
num; & videntur his vocibus fignificari Dij 
Dexzq; Gentium. The learned Selden is more 
Full and expreſs; Generale Deorum nomen Baal 
fuiſſe ſcimus. De Diis Syris. Syntag. 2. 7o 
this let me add, that as Baalim are. put for the 
Heathen Gods in general, lo they are never uſed for 
che inferior Deities in particular. 


are 


[45 ] 


are ſo far from being only inferior and me- 


diating Goas, that they plainly appear to 
have been the Firſt and Greateſt of the 
Heathen Deities. From whence we may 
fairly draw this Concluſion, that ſince the 


Lord many, our Saviour is oppoſed to as the 


one true Lord, were ſovereign and ſupreme, 
it neceſſarily follows, that he muſt be ſo 
too, and by conſequence muſt be the one 
God over all, bleſſed for ever. 

Bu r how can all this be? Are not the 
Three Perſons of the B. Trimty included un- 
der the general Denomination of the Father? 
For otherwiſe the Holy Ghoſt is excluded 
from being an Object of the Chriſtian Wor- 


ſhip. And if theſe Three are in the faſt 


Place ſaid to be the one God; is it not 
THE MAN Chriſt Jeſus that the Apoſile 
ſpeaks of 1 And can HE be 
{aid to be the One ſupreme Lord? 

Ap this helps to let us ſee, by what 
Right, and for what Reaſon, the B. Jeſus 
has a Title given him, that belongs only 
to the ſovereign Ruler of the Univerſe, to 
Him, who is the bleſſed and only Potentate, 
King of Kings, and Lord of Lords. For as 
MAN, or indeed as any other BEING 


inferior to the ſupreme Lord of Heaven and 


Earth, tis plain, that He could not have 
it. But let us once conſider Him in that 
glorious Light in which St. Fohz has pla- 
ced Him; let us conſider Him as the di- 
| | Vine 
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vine Logos made Fleſh, as being One with 
God, and God with Him; and the Queſti- 
on is immediately reſolved. As to us 


Chriſtians, ſays St. Paul, we worſhip one 


God, the Father ; and in the Unity of this 


God, as being made the ſame Perſon with 
Him, one Lord, Chriſt Jeſus. ' — 
AN D thus is Zachariah's * Prophecy ful- 


fill'd, hat there ſhould be One Lord, and 


his Name ſhould be One - which cannot 
be, if, according to the Arians, there are 
ſill Two Lords, a greater, and a leſs, And 
thus too is our Saviour excellently oppoſed 
as one Lord to the many Lords, or Baalims 
of the Grentiler, For the Baalim were 


int reh) M x, who after their Deceaſe were 


reputed ſovereign Gods, and worſhiped un- 


der the Names of Saturn, Jupiter, Mars, 
Apollo, and the like; which was abſolute J. 


aolatiy : Whereas the B. Feſzs, tho' He was 


try Max, was a great deal more, was, 
by a perſonal Conjunctiun with the Logos, 
made One with the moſt high God; and 
therefore not only May, but MusrT Br 
made the OHect of our fupreme Adoration. 
THESE are fome of the many noble 


- Atteſiations which the Spirit of Truth has 
given us of our B. Saviour's ſupreme (rod. 


head. And ſuppoſe, after all, that it had 


— 


_ 
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47 ] 
pleaſed this good Spirit to have granted ns 
none of theſe; yet is there one Argument 
ſtill left for the Truth of this Doctrine, 
which, let Wit and Malice do their utmoſt; 
can never be anſwered, or ſo much as to- 
lerably evaded; 1 mean that which is taken 
from our JaVour's being invocated, and 
prayed unto by the fri CHRISTIANS. 
TAT our B. Saviour had this Sort of 
Morſbip paid to Him by the firſt Chriſtians, 
is evident from hence, that they are ſet 
down in Scripture, as People, whoſe diſtin- 
ouiſhing Character it was, that They called 
upon the Name of Chriſt. Thus Ananias 
tells our Lord, when He appear'd to him 
ina Viſion, that St. Paul had Authority from 
the chief Prieſts to bind all that Called: * on 


—— ao 


— 


* Adds ix. 14. Tois ππ]‘οννννενονẽꝗe T9 db 
TY LEASE The learned Dr. Hammond in his 
Nt, on this Place, would have &1K&NS{EvoG to be 
taken paſſively, and the whole Phraſe to ſignify no 
more than this, that They were Called by the 
Name of Chriſt. This he endeavours to prove from 
ſome Inſtances, which are very far fetch'd, and no- 
thing to the Purpoſe, as any one will perceive, wha 
is pleaſed to conſult him, and at the ſame time cm- 


pare his with the following Examples: As Pal. 


cy. I. O pive thanks unto the Lord, and er- 
1 he T4 crown gv'oy, Call upon his Name. 
And Zech. xiii. 9. minonecelar To ovoud U, 
He ſhall call upon my Name, and I will hear 
him. So Plal. cxvi. 13. I will receive the 
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that Name. And thus St. Paul writing to 
the Chriſtians at Corinth, addreſſes himſelf 
to all thoſe, who Called upon the Name of 
Cbriſt. And thus laſtly Ananias * advites 
Saul ; Be baptized, and waſh away thy Sins, 
(NS,: having ¶ firſt] called upon 


2 


the Name of the Lord, i. e. of Jeſus, as 
plainly appears from the Context, and ſeve- 


ral other C:rcumſtances, 

App to this, that the Scripture does not 
only tell us in general, that our Saviour 
was in vocated by the firſt Chriſtians, but 
gives us ſome particular Inſlances, and Ex- 
amples of his being [0. : 

One of theſe, I think, is to be met with 
in the 1/7 Chapter of the Acts of the Apoſtles, 
when the Eleven pray thus : Thou Lord, 
who knoweſt the Hearts of all Men, fhew 
which of theſe Trwo thou haſt choſen, to tale 
Part of that Miniſtry and ApoſileſÞhip, from which 
Judas by tranſgreſſion fell. A Prayer / which 


is expreſs d in ſuch a manner, that to me 


Cup of Salvation, and Td ο,%jꝗẽↄ 98 tmmantos 
unt, Call upon the Name of the Lord. Aud 
Pſal. xcix. 6. Moſes and Samuel e Tois e 
NN ο To ovoue &uTB, inter eos qui Invocant 
nomen ejus, among thoſe who calld upon this 
Name, nike evlo Tov wwe to, And to theſe might 
be added abundance of other Inſtances. if I thought 
there was the leaſt occaſion for them. 
* ACS XX1:-36:- 


it 


if 


[ 49 ] 
it plainly enough Points out the Perſon it 
was directed to: For | 


1ſt, THA our Saviour knew the Hearts 
of all Men, was a Truth which the Apo- 
ſtle could not but be convinced of, from 
the Diſcovery which He had made of Ju- 


das his Treachery, and what he ſaid to 
them * on that Occaſion. I know ( ſays 
he) whom I have choſen : But that the Scrip- 


ture may be fulfilled, He that eateth Bread 
with me hath lift up his Heel againſt me. 
Now I tell it you, before it come to paſs, that 
when it is come to paſs, ye may believe that 
I am He. Which very Paſlage, as the 
Expreſſions 1n the Apoſtles Prayer ſeem to 


refer to; fo the Occaſion of it plainly tells 


us, that they actually did ſo. But 
| | 


2Iy, As our Bleſſed Saviour thus knew 
whom to chooſe, ſo it is not to be doubted 


but that He had the Power of Chooſing. 


While He was then upon Earth, tis plain, 


that He called his Apoſtles himſelf; and His 


Power was ſo far from being leſſened after 
His Reſurrection, that it was augmented to 
an higher Degree than ever it was before. 
All + Power, ſays he, is given to me in Hea- 
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John xiii. 18, 19. 5 
Matth. xxviii. 18. ſee Scrip. Doct. p: 122. 
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ven and in Earth. And if All, then ſure 
the Power of filling up a vacant Apoſtle- 


ſhip. 


3. App to this, that our Saviour does 
not only acquaint his Diſciples, that he was 
inweſted with this Power, but that he would 
actually excrt it. Lo, ſays he, I am with 
you always unto the End of the World. How? 
By guiding their Actions in the moſt ex- 
traordinary manner, and Directing them in 
every thing that related to their Miniſiry. 

Lr theſe Circumſtances be but duly 
conſidered ; and I fancy it will ſcarce be 
ambiguous to any Body, whether the 
Words are. directed to Chriſt, or to God 
— 3; 4 

Bur ſuppoſe after all, (without granting 


it) that this Inſtance thould be dubins : 


Yet what {hall we make of St. Stephen's 


Prayer, Lod f Jeſus receive my Spirit? Is 


this a Prayer? Is the Object of it ambiguous? 
Or has it any Fault, except that in both 
theſe Points, it is too plain, too certain, too 
evident * And yet Mr. Ehn ſeems very 
deſirous to find ove? But has he found it? 
Why yes, being /barp-ſighted, where it was 
not. For, lays he, Stef ben Saw Him VI 


* 


— 


* Acts vii. 59. 
t Collection of Tracts p. 55. | 
GT Bs. 51817 


L1 
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$1BLY But where, or when did St. Ste- 
phen SEE Chriſt VisiBLY? Why, he Saw 


HIM ſfanding at God's right Hand, v. 56. 
And therefore he Sa w him” ſtanding there, 


V.:59., Tho betwixt the one and the other 


ſo much Iime had paſs'd, that he was drag- 
ged from the CouN IL out of the CIx x. 
A notable Conſequence indeed! I wiſh 
this ingenious Gentleman would not be ſo 
raſh in his Concluſions : He ſeems in this 


Caſe to have attended more to the ordi- 


nary Painters, than to the inſpired Hiſtorian: 
have ſeen the great Marty DRawnN by 
theſe as he deſcribes him; but I think, 


without any Authority from cheir ſacred 


o 


Maker. 17 5 

Bu r what does all this tend to 2 What 
tho Chriſt was imwvccated by St. Stephen, 
and the reſt of his firſt, and pureſt Fol- 
lowers © This, ſays an Adverſary, does 


by no means prove what you aim at ; this 


is no Demonſtration that Chriſt is God ſu- 
preme ; ſince "tis poſſible, that GOD may 
Appoint a BEING Inferior to himſelf to be 
mVok:d by us, fo it is but in a ſecondary, 
(uhordinate Way, and ſo long as the Wor- 
ſhip is directed to himelf, as the ultimate Ob- 
ject of it. And in this Way, ſay they, was 
our Saviour #voked by his firſt Diſciples. 
Tris is the common Evaſion in this 
Caſe, and begins ow-a-days to be made 
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uſe. of with uncommon Aſſurance. Let us 
therefore examine the Hrength of it And 


FIRST, Let us ſearch into Matter of. 
Fact, and inquire whether our Saviour was 
invoked by the firſt Chriſtians in a ſubordinate 
Manner, or not: In doing which, the beſt 
Way will be to take a View of the ſeveral 
Inſtances that relate to this Matter, and 
from thence ſee to which Side the Ballance 
Now the iſt Inſtance of this Sort, is 
that, which I have already taken Notice 
of in the 1ſt Chapter of the Ads, where 
Chriſt (as I have proved) is ?yvocated by 
the eleven Apoſtess : And how, let the Prayer 
it ſelf determine. Thou Lord | Jeſus | who 
knoweſt the Hearts of all Men, fhew which 
of theſe Two thou haſt choſen. Have we 
any Mark here of the Perſon of the Father's 
being made the ultimate Object of this In- 
vocation * Is He once referr'd to, or in the 
leaſt hinted at, in any Part or Expreſſion of 
it? No ſuch Thing. It was Chriſt alone 
that was to herd; it was Chriſt alone that 
had choſen : And this (for any thing that 
appears to the contrary ) in the higheſt and 


moſt abſolute Senſe that could be. 


TRR next Inſtaucè is that we meet with- 


in the Hiſtory of St. Stephen, which is ex- 


actly of the ſame Nature with the former. 
He reſigns his Sou, in the fame abſolute 
Man- 


* 


Oh. 
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Manner to his Saviour in which Chriſt had 


recommended His into the Hands of his 
Father : He addrefles himſelf to the Bleſſed 
Jeſus, not as his Mediator, but his God: 


He does not pray him to intercede with his 


Father to receive his Soul; but beſeeches 
him to accept it Himſelf -- Lord Feſus, ſays 
he, receive my Spirit. And if what fol- 


lows be a Conrmuation of this Prayer to the 


lame Perſon, (as it plainly ſeems to be;) 
this at once puts an End to the Queſtion; 
ſince it evidently ſhews us, that it muſt 
be addreſs'd to him as the Supreme God, 
and no other. Lord, ſays he, lay not this 
dn to their Charge, that is, forgive it them: 
A Thing! which except He was God, in 


the higheſt Senſe of the Word, was utterly 
out of his Power to do: For as the Right 


of Pardoning naturally infers Supremacy ; 
o muſt it go along with it, and cannot be 
/cparated from it. 

A 3d Inſtance is that of St. Pauls Pray- 


- ing to Chyiſt to deliver him from his 


1 


* 


* 2 Corinth. xii. 8. That the uupios here pray- 
ed to, is our Saviour, appears from the Context. For 
Him, udp Tsls i. e. Gexx, I beſought the Lord 
thrice, that he might depart from me. And he ſaid 
unto me, my Grace is ſufficient for thee. » W u- 
ves ps, For my Power is made to appear per- 
fect by Ieakneſs. Moſt gladly therefore will a - 
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Temptations. I beſought the Lore thrice: 
that | the Meſſenger of Satan] might depart 


from me, An Inſtance ! where I think there 


is not the leaſt Footſteps of an inferior In- 
vocation. The Apoſile (as far as we can 


ſee) directs his Petition only to his Saviour, 
and begs of Him, without any Reference 


( that appears) to any other Perſon, that 
He would be his gracious Deliverer. I be- 


ſought the Lord thrice, ſays he, What to 
do? Not to ediate for his Deliverance, but 


to deliver him himſelf. I beſought the Lord 


_ thrice, that he might depart, or as the Athi- 


opic Verſion, has it, that He would “ drive 
him, from me. 

AND from thence we may learn what 
Judgment to paſs on that celebrated Inſtance 
in the Revelation of St. John, where the 
Eldeys ſing a new Song, falling down be- 
fore the Lamb, and ſaying Thor + art | 
worthy—— For thou waſt ſlain, and haſt 


_ redeemed us unto God by thy Blood, The 


— 
2 — 


ther glory in my Weakneſſes, that M T8 X, 
the Power of Chriſt may reſt upon me. It was 


therefore Chriſt's Power, that was made illuſtrious 


by the Weakneſs of others : It was therefore Chriſt, 
who made Anſwer to St. Paul's Petit ion; and, by 
Conſequence, it muſt be Chriſt that St, Paul here 
praved to. | | 
g on tus, I Rev.v. 9. 
= learned 


[ 55 ] 
learned Dr. Clarke * would fain raiſe an 


Argument from! hence, that Chriſt is only 
to be Worſhiped as our Redeemer, Media- 


tor, and Interceſſor. But why ſo ? Are not 


the abovementioned Inſtances Proofs of the 
contrary? And will any Man ſay, that he- 
cauſe God is ſaid F to be worthy of Glory 
and Honour, and Power, on the Account of 


his having created all Things, that therefore 


He is to be worſhipped only as he is our 
Creator? By no means: theſe and the like 
Expreſſions, are only ſpecial Motives to ex- 
cite our Gratitude and Thankſuineſs ; but 
are far from being the ſole Reaſons of Di- 


vine Worſhip. 


B vr does the Scripture mention no ſuch 
thing as a relative and ſubordinate Worſhip ? 
Is not it ſaid, that Chriſt ſhould be wor- 
ſhipped and confeſs'd TO the Glory of God 
the Father! So indeed our Tranſlation ſays. 
But I do not find that St. Paul ſays any ſuch 
Thing. Whit he tells us ( if I can read 
it) is not that Ie X?, 4805 4 e, that 


Jeſus Chriſt is Lord; but aue luode ve lsòs, 


— 


The Lord Feſus Chriſt is (what 2) Us E 


ges S ce ec, In the Glory of God the Father. 


And how do our Arian Critics approve of 
this 2 Or dare they venture to diſprove it ? 


«a ith. * 
K 3 5 8 


* Scrip. Doct. 5. 342, 343. f Rev. iv. 12. 
They 
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They have nothing but poor & that ſo much 
as ſeems to favour them: And even that * 
if they rely upon it, will certainly fail 
them. But in the mean time, what will 
they ſay tothe Order of the Words, and the 
Authority not only of the Vulgar, but of the 


Arabic, and Athiopic Verſus; not to pals 


by (what is of greater weight than all theſe) 
the Context it ſelf; God, ſays the Apoſtle 
very highly exalied (the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 
on the Account of great and voluntary Suffe- 
rings,) and gave Him, the f Name ABove 
EvERY NAME; that is, he gave him his 
Own: For © there is, none other that is 
above every Name: He declared him, as it 


Nothing is more frequent than for the Prepofiti- 
on eis to ſignify ey in the Sacred Mritings. Thu 
Acts viii. 23. s yoMiv Teas 0 ct ola, I 
perceive thee to be zz the Gall of Bitterneſs. So 
Mat. ii. 23. He dwelt eig gu, in a City—— 
Aud ſo (not to mention other Places almoſt innumera- 
blz) we find it uſed John i 18. ò & eig TOW udAToy 
TE T&xTEG, He who (now) is in the Boſom of the 
the Father ; where I doubt not but St. John means the 
very ſame Thing by Chriſt's being eis & KENTIOV TH ©'0%- 
ese, that St. Paul does by eg t bts waTEgs. 

+ bro To VWEp Tov ovoun; Or, as the Alex. 


and Colbert. Copies read it, 1d 00a To. K. T. N. 


J T0 d To, ETIOY, To Coxuunxgo! TBTO, KY- 
PION T tov ox. Deut. xxviii. Scient quod No- 
men tuum, O Jchovah, ſolum eſt excelle iſſimum 
{uper terram. Plal. Ixxxiii. | 
| were 


2 — 0 a 
N / 4 
5 : 


were by Marriage * to be made One with 
himſelf, and that to this very End and 
Purpoſe, that at, or rather, TO f the Name 
of Feſus every Knee ſhould bow, and every 
Tongue confeſs TO, or PRAISE, IT, Br 


* 


* By God's communicating his Name to the 
B fed Jeſus, he ſeems to allude to the known Cu- 
ſtom of the Wife's receiving the Name of ner 
Husband : as Ilaiah iv. 1. To ovour To Cov Ne- 
Ko He, and by this ſhadows out to us the 


myſterious Union of the Divine and Human Na- 


ture, now compleated by Marriage, as before it Was 
by Contract. 

+ 1ſay, rather TO the Name, not only becauſe 
is oftentimes, and muſt be here, put only for 4 
Sign 20 the Dative Caſe, as 1 Cor. xiv. 11. 0 
ARNGY @ £102 Bopſbeegs, He that ſpeaketh is a 
Barbarian to me ; ) but likewiſe becauſe I doubt not 
but St. Paul writ it ſimply ovoeueTl, which is 
more than probable from hence, that the 70 in the 
Paſſage which & Paul here alludes to, do not write 
C £40: Kip a, but [i mply £404 and / K. Paul Him- 
ſelf cites it, Rom. xiv. 11. Ia analogy to which, 


we may reaſonably conclude, that the Apoſtles wrote 


it here, ovoucelt, and not 2» ovouall, and to the - 
thiopic Verſion has it. However this be, 1 make 
to Scruple to affirm, that 7% ovoucl les, is td 


be ſupplied dro xowol; and joined with Colo oy e 


Ta : pos by Conſequence that the Tranſlation ſnould 
be as have given it. EZorohoyJuzy, 247X156 
2 olvT2 TS 1&4 0uooye, nysv, dof fe os 
To oO gol, Ye; ſays Phavorinus Aud 


Jo St. Paul himſelf, iu a Paſſage exactly parallel to 
J CAUSE 
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cause Lord Jeſus Chriſt is in the Glo. 
ry of God the Father, is elevated to the 
ſame Glorious Majeſty, and Sovereignty 
with Him, or (which is the ſame thing, 
and comes nearer too, I think, to what 
St. Paul means by & d dei f bro waxes) 
is in, and one with, God Moſt High. 


3 


1 
— 


this, where he 7s ſpeaking of of our 8 We muſt 
all ſtand before the Judment- Sear of Chriſt: 
For it is written, As I live, ſaith the Lord, to 
me every Knec ſhall Bow, of things Celeſtial 
Terreſtrial, and Subterreſtrial, and every T ongue, 
ZoweAoyuoe TY 7%) Oc ſhall Glorify God. Aud 
in this Senſe, aud with this Conſtruction, muſt the 
Mord be talen in the place now b:jore us, and can: 
act be uſed in any other. 

d, quia quoniam, as, dr tyw C, Becauſe 
T7 live, ze ſhall, & c. John xiv. 20. 

i d'ofx Oro the Glory, or Majeſty of God, 
may very well be put jor 002, or God himſclſ, 
Juſt as G &yyehov, the Dignity of Angel, 
fs uſed by Ignatius for Angels themſebues : 75 T 
seg z,4 I pfx 7 oy EN, 2 ol * Nr ee de. | 
70 Te, i; C02%T0!, © 0 4 TS 6G 1 eie To c- 
a Yeu © gol Kocelvorc KENT £5. Aud to Exod. 
Xxx ill. 13. where ſome Copies have it, dc“ 
{401 GEQUTAP, Cthers read, I'&£0) wot GEXUT WI ' 0E08 
Aud thus, St. Paul had juſt bejore zold us, that Chr 

Was Cv Kean 0:5, e WEN es, cy doi. 
{TI ORD TOY ©  ſo® keeping ſtill to the "Tame Man- 
ner of Ex Pre[1108, he now acquaints us, that He was 
eg Hd So reg, e. i. eig be % Or = bech, in the Uni- 


29 1 God the ＋ ather. | 
T 118 


. 4 . 


„ 


TEIs is truly and evidently the Sue 


ot St. Paul: And what now becomes of 


this mighty Objection, and all the Noiſe that 
has been made in Defence of a relative and 
ſubordinate Worſhip to our Saviour? Where 
is there any Inſtance of ſuch a Worſhip paid 
to Him? Or any Caution to give Him Ox- 
Ly ſuch. And yet our Adverſaries are pleas d 
to talk as confidently of theſe Things, as 


if the Scripture was the moſt expreſs in theſe 


Points that it poſſibly could be. Bold Men 
indeed! To play with Divinity, as ſome 
(a great deal more pardonably ) have done 
with Philoſophy, firſt frame a falſe Hypotheſis, 
and then invent I know not what imagina- 
iy CycrEs and EPicycLEs in order 
to ſupport it. 

Lr me therefore have Leave to con- 
clude, That, as Chriſt was worſhipped by the 


firſt and earlieſt Chriſtians ; fo the Scripture 


no where tells us, that he was Vocated by 
them, or is to be ſo by us, in an inferior and 
{ccondary manner. And to make this Mat- 
ter (if poſſible) ſtill clearer, I ſay farther, 
That CMiſt Coup Nor be ivicated 
in ſtch a Manner. I fay, Cour Þ Nor. 
And this, I think, is plain from the F4RST 
CoMMANDMENT, and the REASON 
on which it is founded. 

As to the Command it ſelf, tis plain and 
intelligible to the meaneſt Capacity, Thon 


halt have, that is, thou ſhalt worſhip No 


1 2  OrgKeR 
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Or HER Gops but Mk. i. e. None beſides 
the great JEHoVAH; none of any Sort, 
either as dperior, Equal, or Inferior ; either 
as Primary, or Secondary; either as Depen- 
dent on Him, or Independent; either as His 
Repreſentatives, or otherwiſe. This is the 
ealy and natural, and obvious Sznfſe of the 
Conmand ; nay indeed, the ON Lx Senſe 
that it is any way capable of. And ſo long 

as this Rule holds, fo long a ſecondary, or 
znjerior Sort of Worſhip is the greateſt Ab- 
furdity. 

Bur that hi Rule will and muſt for ever 
hold, (ſetting aſide all other Conſiderations, Y 
and particularly this weighty One, that it 
has never been contradicted by any ſucceed- 
ing Revelation) is evident from the REason, 


on which it is founded. Tor: ſhalt have no 
other Gods but Me. Why ſo 2 Becauſe I the ( 
Lord thy God am a Fealons God; and there- 
fore can never bear any BEIN beſides my 
Aelt {hall have the very leaſt Share of veligi- j 
. ors Worſhip with me. That this Rt a50N ( 
Þ belongs to the 1ſt, as well as the 24 Com- 
=_ mandinent, is what none can deny: And it 
1 any one doubts it, he may eaſily ſatisfy him- C 


felt from the 14th v. of the 34th Chapter / 
of Exodus, where the ſame Command, is again 


4 krlepeated in the following Words: Thou 

ſ ſhalt have ub other God : For the Lord, whole p 
. Name is Fealous, is a Fealous God. tl 
| # | Foes | £2: 5 a 

i Tus 


[ 6 

TAE Command then is founded in God's 
Jealouſy ; and therefore muſt be of the ſame 
Continuance with it. But God's Fealouſy 
5 all his other Attributes) can have no 
ud or Limitation : The divine Nature is not 
capable of any Change or Alteration : There 
is not with the Father of Lights any Variable- 
neſs, or Shadow of turning. And therefore 
from this, and what has gone immediately 


before, we may draw the following Con- 


cluſions : 


ift, Tar all religious Worſhip-is com: 


manded to the SUPREME God, and O N. 
LY: Conſequently, in the | 


24 Place, Th AT all religious Worſhip to 
Any OTHER God is prohibited by the ſame 
Command. _ 


3dy, THAT this Prohibition is founded 


in God's Nature, his being a ]E AL o S 


Go p; and therefore 


athly, T wa x this Probibition is of eternal 


Obligation, becauſe God's Nature cannot 
Alter : 


5thly, THAT, in Conſequence of this, 
this Prohibition could not be Altered under 
the Goſpel : | 
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150 makes; for this Rea ſon, Chriſt 


conld not be ſubor dinately worſhipped under 
| we Goſpel ; and qe | 


| 7thly, Trar, ſince He was worſhipped 
under the Goſpel, by being pray d to, and 
called upon, it muſt be in a Supreme, and al- 
ſolute Manner; from whence (by Propoſ. 
1 ft.) it follows, 


8thly, TRA Chriſt was God. Supreme, 
fince 0 other Being Co uID BE ſo Wor- 
ſhipped. 


All that J have here laid down is no 
more than what may fairly be deduced 
_ what St. Paul ſays to the Galatians, 

. 8. When ye knew not God, ye did 
* to them, which are not by nature 
God. Where the Apoſile repreſents it as 
an Avſuraliy, ariſing from their Jgnorance 
of the divine Naune, to Worſhip any Be- 
ing, that is not ſ, are not the Arians then 
Guilty of this A urls, in paying him a 
divine and religions IWorthip? To avoid 
this Dr. Clarke has recourſe to two Solu- 
tions: The 1ſt is, that are not Gods by 
Nature, are mere Fictions, and have no 


Keg at all in Nature. But this Expli- 


cation he is forc'd to give up to Mx, 


Nets 
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Nelſon's 4 Friend, who has obliged him 
to own that the Words will not natural- 
ly bear it. The 2d is, That they art 
ſuch, as in the Reaſon, and Nature, and 
Truth of things, have not that Authority 
and Dominion, which is wvainly aſcribed to 
them: Whereas Chriſt is inweſted with a 
true divine Power and Authority, ang 
therefore may juſily be made the Object of 
Worſhip, which the other could not. But 
let the Dr. tell us, where he meets with 
quos in this Senſe * For at preſent, let me 
ſay, he has only produced Three Inſtan- 
ces, the firſs of which is nothing to the 
purpoſe ; and the other Two are directly a- 
gainſt him, Do BY NATURE, i. e. by © 
the Light of Nature, the things contain- 
ed in the Law. Rom. ii. 14. What is 
this to the purpoſe * Fewws by Nature, i. e. 
originally and by Deſcent. Gal. ii. 15. 
Ey Nature, i e. by Birth, the Children 
_ of Wrath, eure quca Gpyrs, jult as Pla- 
10 in Gig. s qvra 0 eyed? dyed; vo 
a, Good Men are not Born :Grood, or 
are not ſo by Nature. This ihdeed is 
the only natural and proper Senſe of the 
ard, and therefore ſuch as it ſhould 
always have where the Context vill admit 
of it. que, ſays the Scholzaſt in Soph. 


— 2 


i Rep. to Mr, Nelſon, P. 77. 


Ajac. &T : 5e N . T b e, and 15 of: 
poſed to btga, juſt as vs oa is ſet in 


Oppoſition to Him that is only fo by 
beet; and ſo wigquee be, muſt neceſla. 


rily be underſtood of thole that are no 
more than made Coas, Or deo eo. 


The Gods therefore, which the Galatian 


are blamed for worſhipping, were thoſe 


that had not an original and inberent di- 


vine Nature; and except our B. Saviour 
has it, we too muſt lie under the ſame 
Condemnation. To worſhip any Thing 
that is not naturally and eſſentially God, 
is declared by St. Paul to be Ido latr): 
But St. Paul has poſitively told us that 


Chriſti is to be worſhipped; and there- 


fore, according to St. Paul, He muſt be 
naturally and eſſentially GOD. 
To Summ up all that has been {aid un- 
der this Article; tis plain; that as the So &, 
whoſe Name we are baptiſed into; was really 
MAN; ſo was He really Gop, God in the 
higheſt Senſe: And this, in the 1ſt place, 
From is own Declaration; 2dly, From the 
Atteſiation cf the divine Spirit by the Mouth 


of the Apoſtles ; and L afily, From the religi- 


ous Worſhip which was grven Him by the 
Firſt Chriſtians, in CALLINGU TON His 
NAME. bigs | 

I come now in the next Place to inquire 
what is meant by the Holy Ghoſt. And in 
this, I thall be as Brief as may be. 
: e Firſt, 


[ 65 ] 
Firſt then, it plainly appears, that the 
Hoh Ghoſt is repreſented to us in. Scrip= 
ture, as a Perſon, and ſuch things ſaid of 
it, as can only be applied to a Perſon pro- 
perly ſo called. Thus St. Paul ſpeaks of 
e“ Mind, the Senſe, or Deſire of the Spirit: 
an Expreſſion highly improper for any thing 
but a Perſon ! And thus Chriſt tells his Di- 
ſciples, When + HE | due, that Per- 
ſon ] the Spirit of Truth is come, HE will 
guide you into all Truth : For H E will not 


(peak of HIMSELF; but whatſoever 


N E ſhall hear, that ſhall he ſpeak, and HE 


will ſh:w you Things to come. HE will Glo- 


rify Me: For HE will receive of Mine, and 
ſhew it unto you, Does not every Sentence, 
ind almoſt every Sylable, carry in it the 
ſtrongeſt Evidence of perſonal Properties and 


4iffections ? And if this is too little, what 


mall we think of thoſe Expreſſions of our 
Saviour's, wherein he ſpeaks 9 of Blaſphe- 
%, and Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt ? All 
manner of Sin, (ſays he) and | particular- 


ly | Blaſphemy ſhall be forgiven unto Men: 


but the Blaſphemy againſt the Holy Ghoſt ſhall 
not be forgiven unto Men. 


qe cu e TE . Rom. viii. 27. 
Joh. xvi. 13, 14. See Scrip. Doct. p. 179. 
Matth. xii. 3 f. ; 
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App to this, that in this very Paſlage, 
the Holy Ghoſt is Perſonally oppoſed to Beel- 
zebub, as a good Spirit to an evil one. If I 
(ſays our Saviour) by Beelzebub caſt out 
Devils ; by whom do your Children caſt them 
out ? But if I caſt out Devils by the Spirit of 
God 5 then the Kingdom of Cod is Come un— 
to you, But 


1 2dly, As the Holy Ghoſt is ſtrictly and 
| properly a Perſon ; ſo is He a Divine Per- 
7 ſon too, or (to ſpeak more clearly) real, 
and truly Gop, Thus St. Paul tells us, 


+ r eee: * [gt oe —— — er bo. ante 5 
£270 e j OE 5 . 2 Ot {3 . 2 ; OT 4 0 , 
* 2 2222. rar nike —n tet OR * * , | < be WED 2 
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vi | that in the Church of Chriſt different Abi- 
11 lities were beſtow'd on different Perſons, 


according as it ſeemed good io the Hch Ghoſt, 
who divided them to every one ſeverally as 
He would; making Him, by this, what none 
but GO p can be, the mdependent Principle, 
Author, and Diſpoſer of all ſpiritual Gifts and 
Graces. Thus the ſame Apoſtle indifferent- 
ly tiles the Cormthians, the + Temples of God, 
1 and of the Holy Ghoſt, ſpeaking of theſe two | 
18 as one and the ſame: Juſt as St. Petey puts , 
Ui no Diſtinction between lying ( to the Hoh : 
Ghoſt, and to God. The ſame Truth may 

be inferr'd from his being ſtiled the eternal 
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Hirit; from Chriſt's being called * the Son of 


God, becauſe He was begotten by the Holy 


G hoſt; and, above all, from the Form of Bap- 

tiſin, by which we are as much dedicated to 

the Holy Ghoſt, as to the Father himſelf 
THrvs is the Sou Gop, and the Holy 


Ghoſt & o p; Both of them Gop in the ſame 


Senſe that the Father is. And from hence 
appears the great Miſtake of Dr. Clarke and 
others, in aſſerting that the Term, FATHER, 
is always in Scripture put abſolutely for the 


one God. That it SOMETIMES is to be 


underſtood fo, is very certain; and yet that 
it oftentimes, and particularly in the Form 
of Baptiſm, is uſed only to denote o NE of 
of the THREE PERSONS in the Go p- 
HEAD, is what, I think, an ingennous Mind 
cannot help aflenting to. There is Go p, 


the Father, and yet there is Gop, the A650 


or the Sn; and notwithſtanding this, the 
Holy Choſt is as much Go p as Either of the 
Former. | 

Burt if this be true, will ſome ſay; if 
the Scripture really tells us, that the Father 
is Gop; the Son, Go p; and the Holy Ghoſt, 
GO b, mult it not follow from hence, that 


— — 


* Heb. ix. 14 Dr. Clarke obſerves, that in ſome 
Copres, it is the Holy Spirit. But what ſays Mills? 
«ys, Interpretamentum, ut videtur, de margine 
libri alicujus in contextum adſeitum. 


K 2 accord- 
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(according to the Seripture ) we muſt be— 


| Lieve\there are Three Gops? 


T 1s is the common Objection in this 
Caſe; and ſuch a one, as naturally ſuggeſts 
an Anſwer to it ſelf: It only helps us to re- 
collect, that the ſame Scripture which aſſerts 


the THREE preceeding PERSONS each 


ot them to be Gop, does likewiſe aſſert 
that there is but ove Go Þ ; which afferent 
Aſſertions can only be reconciled by this, 
Trar, tho' this Father, Sn, and Holy 


Ghiſt are each of them, ſeparately conſider d, 


one intelligent Agent, or Perſon ; yet ſtill they 
are ALL of them united, in ſuch a manner, 


under one common Subſtance, as to make but 
one, and the ſelf ſame BEIN G. 


AND where, I pray, is the Abſuraity of 
all this? To ſay, that we cannot concieve 
it, is only to confeſs that we arc ignorant, 
and therefore ought to be modeſt. And this 
makes it a very ediſying Doctrine; ſince it 
teaches every one a Truth, that ſcarce any 
one cares to have applied to himſelf. But it 


the Want of conceiving a Thing, is an Ar- 


gument againſt the Puh of it; then muſt 
even Mathematical Demon/!rations themſelves 
fall to the Ground. For tell one who is 2 
Stranger to Algebra, that a negative Quan 
11ty multiplied into a negative Unantity, will 


produce an afirmative : Or one who knows 


little or nothing of Geometry, that there. is a 
certain Figure, in which to 11ght Lines may 
8 - ap- 


. 


3 
approach ixſinitely nearer and nearer to the 
!/0o Sides of a Curve, without ſo much as a 
Poſſibi/ity of ever touching them; and you 
{hali as ſoon teach them the Arts themſelves, 
as make them concerve theſe certain, and 
demonſtrative TRuUTHS. And where is the 
Difference between their Ignorance, and ours? 
They cannot concieve thele Things, as not 
being acquainted with thoſe Rules, and Prin- 
ciples, on which the Rutledge of them de- 


pends Nor we what is revealed to us of 


Gop, as having but hort, and imperfect 
Views of the divme Nature. But ſhall they, 
or we, ſtand out againſt theſe natural, or ſpi- 


ritual TRUTHS, merely becauſe they are 


above the Reach of our Conception? Shall we 
either of ut, for that Reaſon, poſitively deny 
them, and make both em, and their A, 
ertere, the Subjects of our Mirth and Diver- 
an“ This indeed may gain us the Cha- 
rater of obſiinate Fools, but never of wiſe 
and judicious Men. Reaſon (if we attended 
to it) would teach us a very different Leſ- 
lon; would bid us reflect on our own Ig- 
norance and Weakneſs, and in things that 
we cannot comprehend, always to proportion 


our Belief of them to that Degree of Autho- 


/ity they come recommended to us with; 
where this is ſmall, to let our Faith be ſo too; 


where great, to let it viſe accordingly. Were 


nis Method made uſe of in our Reaſonmgs 
So} about 


— 
— —— omar ou ns > - - 4 
— 


* 
. — — —_—_— 
gp Sen, n — — 
ETC 
—— — — . 


— 


\ 


—— 


r 


——— — 


„E tt we ne nt 
Dad at 


— EIT IH 
—— 5 


_ 
I 
. ee bans aye nn Bog 


— — he 4 & 
= — 5 —— — * — — 
— Ga — 2 — —— 
a 8 


— 


*. . — 232324 7*2Ah WD us 
: — — 8 — 
12 — 5 . 
— — * S "PORT OPT 
— — LY _ I EY 8 a — ane io r 
rr * — 2 29 N e 
” = eee gs _— — Y - 
* 7 wet, og On * 
e 1 n 


. 
Aden * FER 
OS) ap. or. mans 
1 CONT ⏑ 0 ˙⁰¹ r 


r ——— WI — = 


[70 ] 


about the Trinity, we ſhould hear no more 
of the Difficulties that attend that Doctrine. 


Let thoſe be never ſo great, they are only 
the Ehects of our own Ignorance. But for 


the Doctrine it ſelf, it proceeds from an Au- 


thority, which I dare depend upon: An Au- 
thority / the moſt ſecure that poſſibly can be; 
no leſs than that ot GO D himſelf, who as 
He is infinitely Wiſe, cannot be deceived 
himſelf, and as He is infinitely Cod, will not 
deceive ne. Tis thus that Reaſon aſſiſts Re- 
wvelation : The more freely I think, the more 
ſimply I believe; and the more impartial I 
am, the more I embrace the Doctrine of the 
Trinity. 


Now to the Father, Son, and Holy 


Ghoſt, Three Perſons, and one 
God, be aſcribed all Honour and 
Glory, from this Time forth, for 
vermore.: Amen. 


APPENDIX. 


— 


Auving mentioned in my Pre- 
face the conteſted Verſe in the 


perhaps ſpoken of it in ſuch a 
Way, as to give to ſome weak 
Minds an Occaſion of ſfumb- 


ling; I think. it proper to give my Thoughts 


of it here in Manner following. 
Firſt, I obſerve, That tho' the 7th Verſe 
ſhould really be /uppoſeritions, yet it is the 
Opinion of ſome very learned Men, that the 
Doctrinè it teaches, is certainly contained in 
the 8th.. - . 
A very dear and intimate Friend of mine 
(who at preient muſt be nameleſs) very 
ſtrenuouſly contends, that by the Spirit, the 
Vater, and the Blood, can be meant nothin 


lels than the Father, the Sn, and the Holy 


Cheſt; and that for this Reaſon, becauſe the 

Three former are deſcribed, not as Things in 

the neuter Gender, but as Perſons in the maſ- 

culine are not call'd , as Faith, wh 
| an 


1ſt Epiſtle of St. John, and 


— 
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1 
and Charity are by St. Paul, but 7p, and 
ot ge And then for the Words eg 2d ty ée, 


(ſuppoſing this to be the true Reading) He 


will not have them to ſignify, They agree in 


one, as if nothing more was meant than an 
Unity of Teſtimony, but rather, T hey are One, 
and ſo denote an Unity of Eſſence. Thus, 


fays he, vo ds copia wiv, Matth. xix. 5, 


is explain'd by our Savor in the next Verſe, 
vo cope win. To which he adds, that this 


tranſlation of his is favour'd by all the La- 


zin Verſions, which conſtantly render it by 
Unum, without any Regard to the Præpoſi- 
tion. Theſe are his Thoughts of this Paſ- 
lage: And indeed he defends himſelf with 
much ſeeming Force of Reaſon, and 
Strength of Argument, that, it Matter of 
Fact did not ſtand in his Way, he could not 

be eaſily reſiſted. Rx. 5 


Secondiy, ] obſerve, that whatever be the 


Fate of this Verſe, it muſt be granted, that 


the Doctrine contain'd in it, was reciev'd and 
aſſerted in the moſt early Ages of Chriſtianity. 


When Tertullian ſays of tlie Father, yon and 
Holy Ghoſt, that theſe Three * are One, and 
exprefly declares, that this is meant of an 
Unity of Subſtance; and when St. Cyprian 


1 


| 1 Qui tres unum ſunt. 2 (Out. Pra. c. 25. 


tells 


Cal 


tells Jubajanus, that Three are One, mean- 
ing the B. Perſons in the Pinity: Whether 
theſe Words are their own, or St. John's, 
this, I think, is the leaſt that can be de- 
duced from them, that theſe venerable Fa- 
thers, who liv'd ſo near to the Age of the 


Apoſtles, did maintain a Pinity in Unity, or, 
Three Divine Perſons in one and the [ame 


Subſtance. And even this to a Man of 


Thought and Reflection is doubtleſs a Point 
of conſiderable Moment. And then 


AGAIN Thirdly, for St. Cyprian ; tho' 


his Words that are found in his Book of the 
Unity of the Church, ſhould be allow'd to 
be taken from the 8th Verſe; yet who can 
believe, that he ſhould ſay with ſuch A, 
ſurance, as he does, that it was WRIT T- 
TEN * of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; 
and theſe Three are One; except at that 
time it was the general and recerved Senſe 
of the Church, that by the Spirit, the Wa- 
ter, and the Blood, were ſignified the B. Per- 
ſons of the Trinity? Every one knows 
(who knows him) that he was not an 
Author who affected myſtical Expoſutions of 
the Scripture ; and ſuppoſmg that contrary to 


15 


De Patre, Hlio, & Spiriti Saucto S CRI P. 
TUM eſt, Er hi Tres Unum ſunt. /ib; de Unit. 
Eecle/ | _ 

LE his 
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his Temper, he had given us one here, yet it 
cannot be ſuppoſed but that he would have 
done it with greater Modeſty: He would 
never have given a Scriptum ct to his ow 
private Fancy, and aſſerted that to be in the 

 Wird of God, which no Body could have 
found but himſelf. 5 

T xx Arians and Scinians would do well 

to conſider theſe Things, tho' they are ne- 
ver ſo confident, that the 7th Verſe was not 
written by St. John. | 
Bor give me leave to tell them, that 
they have no Reaſon to be ſo confident of 
this, as in their Writings they appear to be. 
The Want of the 7th Verſe in the moſt an- 
tient Cree MSS. that yet are come to 
Light, is no certain Proof that it is ſpuri. 

ous, when at the ſame Time there ſeem to 
be ſufficient Witneſſes on the other Side to 
atteſt its Divine Authority. 

The FIRS r of theſe I ſhall produce is 

St. Cyprian, who in a Paſſage I have al- 
ready cited, politively tells us, that of the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, it is written ! 
and theſe Three are One. And where is it 

ö thus written, but in the celebrated Verſe we 

= |} are now defending. . There is no other Place 


*. 


: that ſpeaks expreſſy fo of theſe Three ; and 
; therefore it muſt be 7his which St. Cyprian 
1 refers to. 


WELL! 


L 


WxrEIII But Dr. Clarke and Mr. Einhn 
are exceeding poſitive, that theſe Words of 
St. Cyprian are only a myſiical Expoſition of 
the 8th Verſe, where the Spirit, the Water, 
and the Blood, are taken by that Writer for 
the Father, the Son, and the Hoh Ghoſt : 
And of this, * lays Dr. Clarke, we have a 
« clear Account given us by Facundus.” 
Bur (not to ſwell this Appendix with 
, needieſs Citations) what clear Account, I 
would know, could Facundus give of this 
Matter, who liv'd at no leis a Diſtance from 
St. Cyprian than of three whole Centuries ? 
How could he know any more than Dr. 
Clarke himſelf does, that St. Cyprian ex- 
pounded the Hit, the Water, and the 
Blood, of the Father, the Sn, and the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt ? St. Ciprian does not ſay fo him- 
| ſelf: And where then had Facundus his In- 
telligence? To be plain; the clear Account 
that he gives, is no more than a bare Con- 
. jeffiire, Facundus, it ſeems, had got a 
Copy that wanted the 7th Verſe ; and for this 
Reaſon he ſuppoſes that St. Cyprian's did ſo 
too; and therefore concludes, that his Words 
are taken from the 8th Verſe. This is the 


clear Account that Facundus gives; the beſt 
you may be ſure, that could be found out; 


— >. 


* Rep. to Mr. Nelſon, p. 211. 


Ez | and 


1 
and yet let me ſay, there is no Perſon free 
from Prejudice, but who will expect a great 
err. 5 5 

Bur farther : If Facundus has any Force 
on one Side ; may not Fulgentius have Leave 
to be heard on the other? He is a Perſon of 
as good Credit as the former; and of ſome- 
what better Authority as being near 40 Years 
before him 2 And he very plainly tells us, 
that the Words of St. Cyprian are taken from 
the 7th Verſe The © bleſſed Apoſtle St. John, 
lays he, teſtifies, faying, There are Three, | 
which bear Witneſs in Heaven, the Father, 
the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, aid theſe 
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18 Three are One. Which | Teſtimony of St. 
1 John] is acknowledg'd by the B. Mariyr 
14 F. Cyprian, in his Epiſtle of the Unity of the 
PF Church, who ſays Concerning the Father, 
1 the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, it is written, 

(hi And three are one. | 
mul HRE Mr. Ehn would fain play the 


Critic, it he could, Fulgentius, ſays f he, 


r 


2 


B. Joannes Apoſtolus teſiatur, dicens: Tres ſunt 
qui teſtimonium perhibeut in cœlo, Pater, Verbum, & 
4 | Spiritus Sanctus; & tres unum ſunt. Quod etiaits 
.=- (Joannis ſcil. teſtimonium) beatiſſimus Martyr Cy- 
prianus 72 Epiſtola de Unitate Eccleſiæ confitetar, 
dicen. De Patre, Filio, & Spiritus Sancto ſcri- 


Ptum et, Et hi Tres unum ſunt. Filgent. Afric. 
„ Reſp. con. Arianos. | 

>| i Hiquiry into 1 Jo. 5. 7. p. 33 6. inter Miſcel. 
q W . ſealt 


ſpeaks of it as a remarkable Confeſſion in St. 
Cyprian, Quod etiam B. Cyprianus confitetur, 
_ which alſo St. Cyprian confeſſes. Confeſſes 
what * That St. John had thoſe Words, The 
Father, Word, and Spirit, and theſe three 
are one? Was that ſuch an Acknowledg- 
ment, if he found it in his Epiſtle ? No, but 
he acknowledg'd the Father, Son, and Spirit 
to be One, out of St. John, by a myſtical In- 
terpretation of the Spirit, the Water, and the 
Blood, which are one. This indeed was 
[omewwhat far-ferch'd, and not ſo clear a Point, 
but St. Cyprian's confeſſing it might give it 
ſome Credit; but it could give none to an un- 
doubted Text of St. John, to ſay, Cyprian ac- 
knowledg'd it to be true. 

Tris is his learned Criticiſm, which is 
ſo far from carrying a Sting in its Jail, that 
if it makes any Wound at firſt. it cures it in- 
tirely afterwards, St. Cyprian's Confeſſion, 
ſays our ſagacious Writer, could give no Cre- 
dit to an undoubted Text of St. John. Right! 
But might it not to a doubted one? And is 
it not produced for that very Purpoſe 2 Ful- 
gentius firſt appeals to, and then vindicates 
the Authority of the diſputed "Text ; which 
Text, he was very well aware, was omitted 
in a great many Copres, and by ſeveral of 
the Fathers, But, ſays he, it was own'd by 
St. Cyprian, How own'd? Why, plainly 
cited by him: For that is all the Omming 
and Confeſſion that St. Cyprian makes, or Full- 
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gentius intends; and a great deal more than 


Mr. Emlyn cares for. 


THERE is therefore no good Reaſon to 
imagine, that the Words of St. Cyprian do 
not belong to the 7th Verſe. And what if 
it ſhould be {till farther added, that they 
could not be taken from the 8th? If they 
were not there originally, tis plain they 
could not: And that they were not origin- 
ally there, is an Opinion that does not ſeem 
to want a Foundation. 


For 1/7, Tis a thing very well known, 


that the Words, Er tres unum ſunt, in the 


8th Verſe, are wanting in moſt of the anti- 
ent Latin MSS. In plurimis MSS. libris de- 
fiderantas, ſays Dr. Mills in Append. And 
tho' F. Simon ſays in one Place, that there is 
0 Conteſt about them; yet in another * he 
owns they are not wittlen in ſome M. 
he French King's Library. Aquinas very po- 
fitively Jays, that they are ſ not to be found 
in the re ExenPlars, and the learned Mills 
has nothing to jay againſt it, but that Aqui- 
285 had not ſeen the Greek ones, From 
ence indeed one would imagine, that «i 
+54 & m e Eo, were in all the Grec“ 


Pe a 
N58. Bat neither in the 


2 — — 2 —— 


tit. Hilte L 8 89. 


=y 
. 


n deri FExemblaribus men habetur, Ke. 


20 


2d Place, is this to be granted: The Com- 
flutenſian Edition, tis well known, has re- 
jected them, and it cannot be ſaid here, 


that the Editors went ſolely upon the Au- 


thority of Aquinas: Not to mention the 
Codex Britannicus, we are told by Grotins 
of * a moſt antient NS. as he calls it, whoſe 
Authority he generally depended upon, that 
read no more than Tp#i; &w 61 poplvearres, 
T6 eu, , To Up, x, To ou, This he 
believes to be the true Reading, but at the 
ſ me time intimates, that the whole 7th 
Verſe is ſuppcſititious. But if ſo, then tres 
num ſunt, is not to be read at all; and what 


then becomes of St. Cyprian's. SCRIPT.UM 


ES T2 Tis evident it was ſomewhere WRIT - 
TEN fo; and if not in the 8th Verſe, we 
have no Reaſon to doubt but it was in the 
7th. 1 1 

To ſumm up what has been ſaid of the 
Fidlente of this Father As he plainly al- 
ferts, that it is written of the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, And theſe Three are One; 
ſo it does not appear, that what he ſays, is 
only a myſtical Expoſition of the 8th Verſe. 
He does not fay fo himſelf; and 'tis nothing 


0 


but Preſumpticn in others to ſay it for him, 


who know nothing cf the Matter. Add to 
this, that according to ſeveral very antient 


— — 
2 
* 
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* Vide Exot. in loc. 


MSS. 


T1 
MSS. the Words, Et tres rm ſunt, were 
not originally in the 8th Verſe; and there- 
fore could not poſſibly be taken from it. 
From all which it follows, that what we 
now count the 7th Verſe is the Paſſage 
quoted by St. Cyprian, and therefore js, and 
muſt be GENUINE. + 
To this Teſtimom of St. Cyprian let us 
now in the 1 


2d Place, add that of Tertullian; who liv'd 
ſome time before him. And what does he 
lay2 Why, ſays he, the Connexion of the 
Father in the Son, and of the Son in the Holy 


Ghoſt, makes three coharent Perſons ; which 


Three are One——juſt as "tis ſaid, I and 
my Father are One. Dr. Clarke F is pleas d 
to tell us, that the Words, Three are One, 
are plainly not St. John's, but Tertullian. 


But why ſo plainly? Are not there ſuch 


Words in the Writings of St. John? And when 
we find them in Tertullian exactly as they 
are quoted ſrom St. John by all the Latin 
Fathers, is it not abundantly more probable, 
that they are the Words of Scripture than his 
own? Did not the Words relate to a Point 


* —Connexus Patris in Filio, & Filii in Para- 


cleto, tres efficit cohærentes, alterum ex altero. Out 


tres unum ſunt—gqromodo dictum eſt, Ego & Pater 
unum ſumus. cont. Prax. c. 25, | 


j Scrip. Doct. p. 206. | 
of 


of Polemical Divinity, there is ſcarce a Man 
living but would own it. And ſhall an e vi- 
dent Truth become evidently the contrary, 
merely to ſupport an Hypotheſis? I am 
fully perſwaded that Mr. Emhn did not 
think what Dr. Clarke ſays to be ſo plain, or 
he would never have disjointed the Sentence, 
as he has done. As for Tertullian, ſays * this 
Writer, ſpeaking of the Father, Son, and Spi- 
11t, he had only ſaid, Theſe Three are One; 
AN Þ ti written, the Father and J are One. 
For my Part, I never knew before, that Ju- 
modo ſignified and. But a few Pages before 
he tranſlated it igt: And what mov'd hin 
here to do it otherwiſe? He ſets down the 
and indeed in a different Character from the 
reſt, as if he defign'd to 4dijiingnfþ it for his 
on ; and ſo truly it is. But let him ſhow, if 
he can, why he did not keep cloſer to his 
Author, Let Tertullian but ſpeak like him— 
ſelf, and the Queſtion will preſently be de- 
cided. Three are One,-—juſt as 'tis ſaid, I 
and my Father are One. One of theſe Expreſ- 
lions is purpoſely brought to !/n/irate the 


other : Both of them are met with in Scripture. 


Is not oe of them Divine as well as the other? 
No. Why? Becarſe it is not. An admirable 
| Reaſon! In the mean time, I would have it 


— 
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Inquir. into 1 Joh. 5. 7. p. 332+ 
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1 
conſider d, that tho' it was neceſſary for the 
Fathers, to compare the Scripture-Phraſes with 
each other; yet it was not their way to make 
Choice of ſuch Expreſſions of their own, as 
muſt needs be expounded by thoſe of the in- 
ſßpired Whiters, 
WEIL I then! The Words Three are One, 
are not Tertullian's but St. John's. But till, 
I warrant, he took them from the 8th Verſe, 
and underſtood the Spirit, the Water, and the 
Blood, of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt : 
To which I anſwer, that if he did ſo, it con- 
firms what I obſerved above, that this yſti- 
cal Interpretation was generally received by 
the Church, and therefore ought in all Rea- 
ſon to be admitted by us. But after all, it 
ſeems probable, as I mention'd before, that, 
in Tertullian's Time, the Words were not in 
9 the 81h Verſe, but the 7th; and therefore we 
11 may conclude, that it is the 7th Verſe he had 
eto. | 


3. Thx next Evidence, and that a very 
firong one, is taken from that Profeſſion ef 
j Faith, which Victor of Vite tells * us was in 
| the Tear of our Lord 484, preſented to Hun- 

| neric, King of the Vandals; by Eugenius, and 
other Biſhops, in the Name of the whole 
Church of Africa. That the Holy Ghoſt has 


| * lid. de perſec. Vandal. 


the 


[ on ] 


the ſame Divinity with the Father and the 
Son is prov'd by the Teſtimony of St. John; 
for he ſays, There are Three which bear Te- 
ſtimony in Heaven, the Father, the Word, 


and the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe Three are 


One. This Account of Victor's Mr. Ehn 
takes a great deal of Pains to invaliaate, In 
the firſt Place * he would fain give him the 
Lie; but there his Courage tails him. A lit- 


tle after, this public Confeſſion muſt only have? 


been ſome private Compoſure, tho in the 
Name of the other Biſhops, who were now ſcat- 
fer d and baniſh'd. A very likely Story“ and 
that much becomes a Man, who in the very 
Page beſore is a profeſs'd Enemy to ſmooth 
Suppoſitiont; tho' indeed this is not proper- 
ly one of thoſe, but on the contrary, as rough 
a one as ever was made. Let him gaeſt once 
again, and perhaps he may be ſomething 
more happy. In the mean time, let Victors 
Relation be ſuffer'd to ſtand good. There 
was a Confeſſion, a public Confeſſion, made and 
otter'd exactly as he tells us. In this Con- 
ſeſſion an Appeal was made to the 7th Verſe 
of St. John. And if St. John had no ſuch 


Words, why then did not the Ariant, who 


were then in the higheſt Degree of Favour 
with Hunneric; why, if they were able, did 


* Inquir, into 1 Joh. 5. 7. P. 325. in Miſcel. 
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not they ſhow the Forgery? Why did not 
they make it out, that it was a ſpurious Paf- 
ſage, and had only then, or an Age, or tWo 
before been added to the Text of the Evan- 
geliſt? This they did not attempt to do; 
and when Mr. Exihn is pleas'd to give a 
Reaſon why they did not, we ſhall eaſily ac- 
count for its t being cited by St. Auſim and 
Cerealis. As to Eucheriue, whom he reckons 
amongſt Ve, who, he ſays, did not know of 
this Jext, tis certainly a Miſtake, ſince we 
find it expreſly mention'd by him, tb, formnl, 
ſpirit. intell. c. 11.6. 3, 4. muſt not omit 
here, that Vigilins Tapierſir, who was one of 
the Subſcribers to the abovelaid 7 „ feſſion, ap- 

eals more than once to theſe Iirds of St. 

ohn; and though he differs from 2s in his 
Reading of the 8 Verſe, yet he Pere 
agrees with us in that of the 7th. 


THE 4th and laſt 17 "meſs Efhall produce 
is One who has never ar peur by in this Contre- 
Terſy befc re, and whoſe Evidence ſhould by 
no means be ſlighted. The Aut! or I here 
intend, is 55 ode, or Caſſindirius, whoſe 
Comtnentari: „or Chin plectigut, on the Epiſtle 
the Act, of 1] the Apoſiles, and the Ker \elations, 
ſuppoſed to be intirely loſt, are lately reco- 

er d, being found at Verona by the Mar- 
quiſs Scipio Maſſerius, and this very laſt Year 
printed at Florence by his Care and Dili- 
gence. No Body, who ſees it, can either 

— h doubt 


— 


doubt of the Genuineneſs of the Work, or the 


Fidelity of the Publiſher. Caſſiodorius, as 


Dupin tells us in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, was 


born about the Year 470, and at 70 Years 
of Age retiring from the Court, wherein he 


had been advanc'd to the greateſt Dignities, 
the Honour of Conſulſhip it ſelf not excep- 


ted, he betook himſelf to a Monaſtic Life, 


and the cloſeſt Study of Divinity. He was 
eminent for a curious and critical Cenius 
which led him to a Choice of the moſt ac- 
curate and antient Exemplars. "Theſe he ap- 


plied bimſelf to collate and correct, and 


wrote a Diſſertation upon Orthography, which 
he tells us, he undertook, in order to have 
the Books of Scripture purely and correctly 
written. | 

SucH was Caſſiodorins. And from this 
Chara&ter of him, we have the greateſt Rea- 
ſon to believe, that he would not in his 
Commentaries inſiſt upon any pretended Paſ- 
ſage of Scripture, that upon the iceſt Inquiry 


he did not find to be plainly Genume. And 


vet this very Caſſiodorins is the Man, who 
ſhews by his Commentary, that he certainly 
read all the 7th and Part of the 8th Verſe. 


A— 


* Teſtificantur in terra tria Myſteria, Aqua, Sau- 
gui & Spiritus; que in Paſſione Domini leguntur 
impleta : In Cœlo autem Pater, & Filius, and Spiritus 


Sanctus; hi Tres uns eſt Deus. Complex. p. 125. 


8 There 
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There are, ſays * he, three Miſteries, which 


bear Witneſs on Earth, the Water, the Blood, 


and the Spirit ; which we read to have been 
completed at our Lord's Paſſion : But in Hea- 
ven, the Father, the Son, aud the Holy Ghoſt ; 
and theſe Three are One God. 

And what have the Arians to ſay to this? 
Is this a forged Piece of Caſſiodorius ? No. 


Did he read it only in ſome corrupted Copies 


of his own Age. The Charafter of the Man 
will not let us ſaſpect this. How preſſing + 
is he with thoſe of his Monaſtery to make 
uſe of the very beſt M. S, and ſuch as had 
been carefully collated with, and corrected by 


the Greek Text; nay not only ſo, but that, 


in all doubtful Places, they ſhould be go- 
vern'd by the Authority of two or three anti- 


ent Copies. And can we then think, that 


He who requird ſuch exactneſs in others 
ſhould be guilty of the greateſt negligence 


himſelf? Nothing can be more improbable. 


And therefore, for modeſty's Sake, let us ne- 
ver hear more of this Verſe, being intruded in- 
to the Verſion of St. Ferom. Tis evident 
from innumerable Places of theſe Commenta- 
ries, that St. Jerom's was not the Tranſlation 
he made Uſe of, but one a great deal older; 
and yet it no leſs evidently appears, that 


this Paſſage was found in it. 


ad 2 


+ In Divin. Lea. 


_ 


CA. 


CassS10DoR1vs then, tis plain, did 
read the 7th Verſe; read it in the moſt cor- 
rect and antiem M. S. And what M. S. in his 
Days could be accounted antiem, that did 
not come near to the Age of the Apoſtles ? 

Bur ſtill, may not we ask one Queſti- 
on? May we not enquire whether this Com- 
mentary, we have mention'd, be Cafſidorius 
his own, or only a Tranſlation made by him 
from another? Certain it is, that Clement 

 Alexandrinus not only wrote a Commentary * 
on the 1ſt Epiſile of S John; but wrote 
it too in the ſame Manner + that is obſer- 
ved by Caſſiodore; no lels certain, that this 
Commentary was Tranſlated g by Caſſiodore; 
and, laſt of all, exceeding Probable, that 
no ſuch Piece J was wrote originalh by 

„ Cuſſio- 


* Vide Caſſiod. Inſtit. c. 8. Photij. Bibliothec. 
190. Euſeb. Eccleſ. Hiſt. I. 6. c. 13. 


ne ονννοννι e, ſays Photius in Biblioth. & 
e pnueves N νν , ſays Euſebius. 


§ So he tells us himſelf Inſtit. c. 8. 


De learned Dupin ſeems to be of Opinion, that 
Caſſiodore's Complexions (thoſe excepted on the 
Acts, and Revelations) went no farther than the Epi- 
ſtles of St. Paul. He wrote (ſays he) Commenta- 
ries upon the Epiſtles of St. Paul, the Acts of the 
Apoſtles, and the Revelation From whence the Inte- 


rence 


Caſſiodore himſelf, he having no Occaſion for 
it, as being already ſupplied * from the Ver- 
ſion + of St. Clement. At preſent there- 
fore I am entirely of Opinion, that the Com. 
mentary on the 1ſt Epiſile of $t. John, which 
Caſſiodorins has given us amongſt his Comples- 
tons, is not ſtrictly his own, but St. Clement's, 
St. Clement therefore read the 7th Verſe, and 
hold there, ſays an Adverſary: © For 


rence muſt be, that what we have under his Name 
upon the other Epiſtles, is not really Caſſiodorius 
his own. But this, I think, is going too far. For 
at this Rate, How could Caſſiodore tells us (in his Pre- 
face to Orthography) of his Complexions in Epi- 
ſtolas Apoſtolorum, if he only wrote upon thoſe of St. 
Paul ? The Truth of the whole matter ſeems to be, that 
as St. Clement gave a ſhort and ſummary View of 
all the Canonical Epiſtles ; ſo Caſſiodore Tran/la- 
ted four of them, I mean the 1ſt of St. Peter, the 1/ 
and, 2d of St. John, and that of St. James; and for 
the reſt the Complections in them were moſtly, if nut 
intirely his own. 


n was Caffiodore's way to Borrow what was 

zo his. Purpoſe from other Writers, as may be ſeen in 
his Commentaries oz the Plalms, where he has taken 
_ agreat many things from St. Auſtin, and other Fathers. 


Die Adumbrations aſcribed to St. Clement 
in the 3d Vol. of the Bibliotheca Patrum, 7s a ſpuri- 
ous Piece, and not the ſame which was tranſlated by 
Caſſiodore See Dr. Cave's Hiſtoria Literaria, 
p. 56. 
3 ce what 


« what tho' the Complextions in the 1ſt Epi- 
cc [ile of St. John are the Commentaries of St. 
« Clement tranſlated by Cafſiodore ; yet how 
«© comes this to be a Proof, that St. Clement 
« read the 7th Verſe? Both Photius, and 
« Caſſiodore confeſs that this Work of St. 
« Clement's had a great many Errors in it; 
© and the latter of theſe expreſly tells us, 
tat to make the Doctrine more pure, he has 
not in his Verſion kept every where cloſe 
« to the Original. And how then do we 
« know, but the Comment on the 7th Verſe 
* 1s of Cafſiodore's putting in. To which I 
anſwer, That there is no room for this Sul- 
picton, fince whatever Alterations were made 
by Caſſiodore, we hear not a Syllable of any 
Additions, He tells us of ſome * Offen- 
dlicula in St. Clement, which he had taken 
care to exclude; but for any Sort of Supple- 
ment, there is not a Werd of it. Tis only 
a forc'd and groundleſs Swurmiſe ; and if it 
was otherwiſe, conld be of no Service to 
thoſe who raiſe it It tends only to infinu- 
ate, that St. Clement's Omiſſion in this place, 
was one of thoſe Farlts, which Caffiodore 
law it neceſſary to correct; and this plainly in- 
ters, that he had the ſtrongeſt Evidence of 
the 7th Verſe being Genuine. But after all, 


| there is no Occaſion to lay this, till the %. 
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poſition, it goes upon, is made more Probable. 
And theretore to * what I was ſaying 
above, I muſt needs repeat it, that St. Cle- 
ment, for any thing that appears to the con- 
trary, did certainly read the 7th Verſe. And 
if ſo, we are ſtill got hither ; we come now 
within the Bounds of the ſecond Century to 
one of the moſt eminentand learned Fathers, 
and him too not a Latin, or an African, but 
a Greek. St. Clement read the 7th Verſe; 
and as he lived ſo near the Apoſtolic Age, and 
is likewiſe Remarkable for a wonderful Fi- 
delity and ExaCtneſs in his Citations, 1 am 
thoroughly perſuaded that no Authority can 
be brought ſo ſirong againſt this Text, as his 


Evidence is {cr it. 


FROM Ii, and the preceding Teſtimo- 


* nies, I cannot but conclude, that we have 


more Reaſon to vetain this 7th Verſe as Ce- 
nuinè, than to reject it as ſpurious. But let 


this be as it will, the Doctrine contain'd in 


it, ſtands ſure, and is ſo grounded on other 
rundouvied Texts of Scriptrre, that the Crates of 
Hell will ncwer be able to prevail againſt it. 


MVSE VMA, 
BRITAN ER 
NICVM 


ER RAT A. 


223 p. 8. 1. 3. r. endeavouring. p. 5+ I. 1. for 
Nature yr. Stature. p. 6. I. 2. after Paralyric, 
add ; p. 20. I. 17. r. to follow. p. 27. 1. 19. r. acquaint. 
J. 20. r. rid e,. p. 38. 1. 16. r. 05. p. 
48. 1. 5. in Notes for this r. His. p. 57.1. 19. r. Apoſtle. 
I. 20. r. and ſo. I. 22. r. no ſcruple. I. 25. 7. e Rd. 
p. 58. 1. 20. in Note for o£&uT6 . CEQUTE, |. 21. 
+, And thus as. p. 60. I. 21. r. that any BEING. p. 
61. I. 13. r. and Him only. p. 62. I. 20. after the Words 
that is not, . Originally and Eſſentially God. And if 
our Saviour is not ſo, 1. 24. after that, add, the Gods 
which. p. 63. I. 22. after Wrath, add Epheſ. 11. 3, 
p. 70. I. 13. for ſimply r. firmly. p. 72. I. 16. r. ſuch. 
p. 78. I. 16. r. deſiderantur. p. 84. 1. 29. 1. Maffeius. 
P. 87. I. 10. r. Clemens. p. 90. 1. 6. for hither r. higher. 
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7 « Strahan. 
THE true Scripture-Do&trine of the Holy 
= Trinity, the Euchariſt, and the Sanstac- 
tion made for us by . wherein 


all the Texts of the Old and New Teſtament, 
relating thereunto, and the principal Paſſages in 


the Liturgy, and Articles of the Church of Eng- 
land, are collected, compact d, explain'd, and vin- 
dicated from the Efrors of Dr. Clarke. | 


An Enquiry into the ill Deſigns, Errers, Cc. 


of Dr.-Clarke's (-pretended-) Seripture - Noctrine 
of the Trinity; wherein alſo the wrong Aecepta- 


ron of ſome , Scripture: Terms, relating to. that 


Doctrine, is attempted to be fectified; and alſo 

the Orthodox Doctrine of three. Perſons in the 
one and individual Subſtance of God, is made ma- 
nifeſt; with a Preface, wherein a late Pamphlet 


concerning the Difficulties attending the Study 


of the Scripture in the Way of private Judgment 
SLES. i ra ae ris 
An Enquiry. into the manner of Aſſenting to 
the. Articles and Liturgy: ofthe Church of £&ng- 
land, practis d and recommended by Dr. Clarke, 
Rector of St. James's, Meſtminſter, in his Intro- 
duction to his Scripture- Doctrine of the Trinity, 
in which alſo is Attempted an Explanation of the 
Word Hel in the Apoſtles Creed, and the Rea- 
ſons for inſerting the Article of Chriſt's Deſccnr 
thither; the 2d Edition; to which is added-a 
Poſtſcript, enquiring whether there is either 


Common Prayer vor Sacraments in his Pariſh. 


Oft Spititual Rule. A Sermon preach'd at the 
Viſitation of the Biſhop of Winton, By Job 


Store, M. A. | 
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